ED 075 124

AUTHOR
TITLE

INSTITUTION
SPONS AGENCY
REPORT NO
PUB LATE
NOTE

EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

IDENTIFIERS

ABSTRACT

DOCUMENT RESUME

RC 006 892

Loomis, Charles P.; And Others ‘
Linkages of “exico and the United States. Study BRased
on Modified Probability Samples of Rural Michigan,
the U.S. General Public, Spanish-speaking Latinos of
the Southwestern United States, Urban Mexico, and
Rural Mexico.

Michigan State Univ., East I.ansing. Agricultural
Experiment Station. )

Carr.egie Corp. of New YOfk, N.Y.; Ford Foundatiocn,
New York, N.Y.; Public Health Service (DHEW),
Washington, D.C.

AES-R-Bull-14

(6

90p.

MF-$0.65 HC~$3.29 _

Academic Achievement; *Anglo Americans; Attitude
Tests; *Cross Cultural Studies; Cultural Differences;
Culture Contact; *Ethnic Relations; Mass Media;
*Mexican Americans; #*Mexicans; Probability; Race
Relations; Rural Areas; Sampling; Social Exchange
Theory; Tables (Data)

*Mexico; Southwest

A number of hypotheses derived from sociological

theory and from previous research concerning the potential
collaboration of citizens of the Unlted States and Mexico were -

tested.

Included in the samples were 1,528 interviews from the United

States general public; 306 interviews from ‘rural persons re31d1ng in
places of 2,500 or less in-Michigan; 105 interviews with
Spanlsh-speaklng informants 1n'the,states of Arizona, California,

Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas;

1,126 interviews with informants in

urban Mexico; and 288 from. rural Mex1co, or from v1llages and towns
of between 100 and 2,500 populatlon. The findings are discussed under
the following chapter titles: "Factors of Knowledge and Mass .

- Communication," "Actual Behavioral Linkages,'" "Attitudes Toward the
Across the Bordex Country and Toward Linkages with That Country,"
"Desire for Linkage and Collaboration: Its Predictability and

. Explanation," and "The Meanlng of the Llnkage Contrasts of Mexico and
the United States." It was concluded that in all samples, informants
‘with more formal education had higher mean scores measuring their
~contacts- in-across the border-and.Anglo- Latino:.relations than did

those with low educational attainment. It was also found that higher

educational attainment was less frequently concomitant with high
_interaction between Anglos and Latinos in interaction arenas, such as
church, formal groups, neighborhoods, and work places, than it was
for other forms of 1nterabt10n. (HBC)
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tries takes on even greater significance.

Linkages of Mexico and the United States'

Study Based on Modified Probability Samples of
Rural Michigan, the U. 5. General Public,
Spanish-speaking Latinos of the
Southwestern United - 3tates,

Urbam Mexicen,. and Rurall Mexico |

Charle:?. Loomss. Zona ‘K. Laomis, and

Jeanne E.. Gullahorn

UCTION

C ooperaition -ancconflict between -natgoryamd “between groups
: withimnationsiiizvesheer: age-oltl themes hy-which man’s relation
to man has beensserutinized. This bulletin proposes to apply the themes
to the United States and Mexico. Situated as they are, border to bor-

-der, certain interdependencies and certain strains are at once apparent.

In the case of the United States, perishable crops in Michigan and other
states are dependent upon migrant laborers from the Southwest and
from Mexico. In the case of Mexico, the income from north of the
border—including the income from the substantial numbér of North
American turistas who spend their dollars in Mexico, and the wages
sent or brought back to Mexico by the Mexican braceros who swell the
labor force of the United States during critical harvest periods—has
been crucial to her stability and growth (9, 4). As various countries
seek bases from which to pursue certain objectives, including that of
threatening the United States, the importance of these neighbor coun-

L S R : /fd lacement
Mexico now has one of the highest population eaﬁzg;a-t-rea—rates in

the world. There is reason to believe that, as in the past, many Mexicans

will become citizens of the United States. Of the tens of thousands of

}The.study was financed by the Carnegic Corporation, the United States Public: Health Service, ‘the }
Michigan Agricultural Experiment. Station, and the Center for International Programs of M.S5.U. under
a grant from the Ford Foundation. We also acknowledge with gratitude the work of associates who
at one time or another in-the progress of the study madé invaluable contributions towards its com-

. Elction: Riehard - Brymer, J. Allan, Beeglo, Eugene Jacobson, Hideya Xumata, Clark McPhail, Robert

tewart, Francis Sim, Charles Tucker, Robert Turley and Fred Waisanen. These collaborators with

the senior author worked together -on a Five Nation Study, 'including . Costa Rica, Finland,. Japan,
Mexico and the United: States. Mrs. Vera Krause dcserves thanks for. assistance in the typing and
processing of the material for' publication. The authors alone bear respansibility, -however, for the
statistics and their interpretation in the present bulletin, « .

‘.41
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Spanish-speaking United States citizens from the Southwest who follow
the harvests north, many remain to become permanent residents of
northern states, such as Michigan. The number of Mexicans who desire
American citizers:hip and in due time become maturalized citizens has
always been relutively large. Although fewer citizens of the United
States seck citizenship in Mexico, many take mpivesidence there as an
increasing number of businesses (and other types of linkages) staff
with North Amernigan personnel..An estimated: one out ¢f every four
ipersons living north-of the border has visited Sfexico. This-proportion
issincreasing anneeally. Similar proportionsssf: Mexicaus have-visited the
Enited States assworkers, students. and incother cayacities. In.almost
every state of cach mation, : thesmeoplesiirem mowtiiandisouth: of (the
border ‘meet, Do e intermuem: imvoireed iy these -cosffromtiations
pramote cooperatimmietween Awglos amll Latinos.in the two countries?
What factors facilitate cellaboration and what factors generate con-
flict? The present monograph will deal with these questions, and in
so doing will note cultural and social differences and similarities,
especially as they impinge upon social change.

OBJECTIVES, CONCEPTS, HYPOTHESES AND SAMPLES
..Objectives ' '

The objectives of the study are the improvement of prediction and -
explanation; specifically, the improvement cf prediction on the poten-
tial collaboration of citizens of one nation with another, and one ethnic
group with another, through use of data gathered to test hypotheses
generated from existing knowledge. The present investigation may be

. viewed in the context of cross-cultural research directed by the senior

author over the past 15 years. A bibliography of related publications
appears in the Related Research section (page ity

Concepts -

The basic concepts used in the present study are detailed in the
book, Social Systems (10, 11, 12). Here, in almost definitional sim-
plicity, those geuneralized concepts basic to the study will be itemized.*

“The present wmonograph does -not present the analysis as originally coneeived becmise computer
costs were prohibitive. It wounld have consisted of a set of “‘gencralized” compoyronts of systemic inters
action” in which mensures of hemogeneity and heterogencity for all the interaction arenas were specified.
Each informant conld thus be scored in terms of the homogeneity and heterogeneity of his or her
internction arcnas, his own eompatibility with these, and the extent  of interaction in the arenas.
Components of the homogencity=heterogeneity scales arc (1) language and cthnic background, (2)
political leanings, (3) religions "affiliation and participation, and (4) stratifieation. or class level,
A scries of hypotheses were developed with the expectation that the anulysis wonld be made, and
it is intended that it be undertaken later. The curtailed presentation .in this bulletin focuses upon
linkage of Mexicans and citizens of the United States and/or linkage of Anglos aud Latinos in either
conntry, : - B
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- Social System: Interaction that is mutually oriented and mediated
through shared expectations and symbols may be said to constitutc
a system. The greater the intensity and frequency of specific types of
interaction on the part of members as compared with non-members
may constitute a characteristic of systems permitting their delincation.
For the present study it is assumed that the interaction of citizens of
nations constitute systems. Likewise the interactions of members of
language and ethnic groups may be considered systems if the el
interact more with one another than with non-members.

Systenie linkage: Systemic tinkage is the process’by which the ele-
ments of at least two social systems come to be articulated so that in
some ways and on some occasions they may be viewed as a single sys-
tem. Examples of systems linking nations are the United States-Mexican
Border Commission, the Organization of Americ = States, ete. Less
structured links may be found in resident aliens in any country, and
the so-called marginal man who usyally is linking at least two systems.

- It is assumed that linkage may be operationalized as a variable prop-

erty. Thus, a given ethnic plurality might at a given occasion be com-
pletely linked to a mother country, but on another occasion have no

“discernible linkage. Complete linkage may be defined as that state of

a system, composed previously of ‘two or more systems, in which actors
of the sub-systems; when paired by sociologically similar status-roles,
exhibit no significant differences with respect to norms, goals, senti-
ments and beliefs. ’

Desire for linkage: When actors express eagerness to become mem-
bers of systems in which they do not hold membership, such expression
may be designated as desire for systemic linkage. Thus, it is assumed
that those United States citizens who desire more Mexican friends,
desire to move to Mexico, ete., desire linkage with' Mexico.

Behavioral linkage: Behavioral linkage occurs when the actual ac-
tions of members positively link them with the members of another
system. Similar goals may be expressed by the action linkage, as when
allies participate in a war. Goals may be reciprocal rather thancom-
mon, such as in those of exchange and trade. In the present study, a

‘United States citizen’s visiting Mexico (or vice versa) -is considered:

a behavig;a] Iink.

Boundary ‘maintenance:  Boundary maintenance is the process
whereby the identity of a given social system is preserved and the

 characteristic interaction pattern maintained. Boundary maintaining

6




O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

activitics take many forms: the waging of war, both “hot” and “cold,”
or the use of disparaging terms for members of a group not one’s own.
Examples of the latter are “greaser” used by Anglos and “gringo” used
by Latinos.

Desire to maintain boundaries: When actors express eagerness to
delimit the membership of pertinent social systems to actors embodying
the characteristics of the present membership, they are assumed to be
expressing a desire for boundary maintenance. The present study relies
on the inverse of the systemic linkage desire, or the so-called social dis-
tance scale, for its measurement of desire for boundary maintenance.

Hypotheses

The study was designed to test the following hypotheses:

(1) Desire for systemic linkage on the part of the citizens of one
country for the nation and/or its citizens across the border can be
predicted on the basis-of knowledge of behavioral linkage of citizens
of the two countries, Indexes measuring behavioral linkage will be
positively correlated with indexes measuring desire for linkage,

(2) Other thin gs equal, the greater the knowledge the members of
one system have of members of the othe, the greater the desive the
members will have for linkage with that system. (An extension of the
same can be gained by substituting in place of knowledge, the idea of
“language ability” in the other system.)? , )

(3) The greater the educational! attainment of informants, the
greater will be the behavioral linkage and the desire for linkage.

(4) The measures of behavioral linkage and desired linkage on
the part of the citizens of Mexice with those of the United States, and
vice-versa, are positively correlated with the various indexes designed
to measure readiness to accept and/or initiate change.*

(3) Behavioral and/or desired linkage with- members of other
heterogeneous systems is positively related to (a) the extent of

‘heterogeneity of the system, and (b) the amount d_f interaction of

actors in the heterogeneous system.’

¥The knowledge component -wis not intercorrelauted with the behavioral linkage and desire -for
linkage indexes, and thus this hypathesis was not tested directly. However, the educational attainment
index. which was found to be highly related to the knowledge component, was intercorrelated with he-
]huvim}':ll and desired linkage. All the facts available from the study point to the validation of the
wypothesis, : : -

‘Analysis of data that would test this hypothesis in detail could not be done for lack of funds,
This is planned in future phases of the study.

SApsulysis of data that would test this hypothesis dircetly could not be done for lack of funds.

. However, the data do supply infercntial support for the hypothesis: e.p., the larger the-eity (up to

500,000 the more its members manifest both hehavioral and desired linkage. To the degree that cities
more than open country, and larger cities more than smaller, tend to be heterogencous, this datum sup-
perts the hypothesis. ' .



(6) The closer the respondent is to the United States-Mexican
border, other things cqual, the greater the behavioral linkage and the
greater the desire for linkage of Mexicans with. citizens of the United
States (and vice-versa) and Anglos with Latinos (and vice-versa).

(7) The older the actors, other things equal, the lower the be-
havioral linkage and the lower the desire for linkage as specified in
number (4) above. :

(8) Other things cqual, the more rural (the smaller) the place of
residence, the lower the behavioral linkage and the desire for linkage
as specified in number (4) above.

(9) Other things equal, non-white and all non-Anglo® actors, except
the Spanish-Americans, will have lower scores on the behavioral and
desived linkage scales than Anglos.

(10) The larger the proportion of Catholics in the three United
States samples, other things equal, the greater the hehavioral linkage
and the desired linkage as specified in number (4) above.

(1%) The higher the rank or social status, other things equal, the

“higher the behavioral and desired linkage.

[n addition to the above hypotheses related to systemic linkage and
boundary maintenance in their broader aspects, a series of hypotheses
was generated from system theory and the literature on differences
and similarities in the societies and cultures of Mexico and the United
States. These are stated at the beginning of Chapter 6.

Samples

Agencies responsible for interviewing, coding and providing mar-
ginals, and developing sampling plang for five separate universes, were
the International Research Associates, S.A. de C.V. who did this work

* in Mexico, and the Gallup.Organization Incorporated in the United

. YThe term
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States. The samples provided 1,528 interviews from the United States-
general public; 306 interviews from rural persons residing in places
of 2,500 or less in Michigan; 105 interviews with Spanish-speaking
informants in the states of Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico
and Texas; 1,126 interviews with informants in urban Mexico (places
of 2,500 and more people); and 288 from rural Mexico, or from villages

I

Anglo” here does not refer to those of English derivation, but rather, those who have
been ussimilated into the United States culture to the extent that. little or no marginality is evident.
Actually, the sumple of the United States general public numbered only nine “‘non-Auglos” (who were
uot Spanish speaking) by this definition. ) }

37
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and towns of between 100 and 2,500 population. All qamplcs‘ are modi-
fied probability sampics of the civilian population 21 vedrs of age and
over, The results of the interviews are summarized in the tables used
throughout the presentation and provide data testing the hypotheses:
Since most of the information gathered in this study consisted of fre-
quencies in discrete categories, the data analyses generally involved
statistics appropriate for nominal level measarements. In particular, the
Chi Square test was appliced to test the null hypothesis that the different
samples of frequencies observed came from the same or identical popu-.

Jations. This null hypothesis was rejected in favor of the research

hypothesis that the populations differed if, under the null hypothesis,
the probability associated with the occurrence of a particular value
vielded by the statistical test was equal to or less than 5 pereent.

Indexes

The composition of the various indexes used in the study will
cmerge in the following pages. It will be helpful to the reader, hiowever,
to have an overall view of the various indixes and their interrelations
so that the detail of the numerous small indexes will not obscure the
two over-arching dimensions: attitudinal measurements (desire for
linkave:) and behavioral measurements (actual esisting contests),
both ¢ which aré summations of the many small mde\cs to be de-
seribed in the following pages. Table 1 presents a 9ch(>m'1tlc outline
of the pyramiding of the indexes (19).

The reader will want tc keep in mind as part of his overall view tha
the two dimensions represented in Table 1 by the designations HUGE
A and HUGE B will themselves be correlated with a number of socio-
logical variables. Occasional references to such correlations will be
made.in the pages to follow. Their full discussion appears in Chapter
5, which in a sense is a summarizing section. Let-us turn now to the
data contained in the smaller t'lbles whose designations appear in T’lbl :
].aSL].],( b],... :

.m




CHAPTER 2. FACTORS OF KNOWLEDGE
'AND MASS COMMUNICATION

KNOWLEDGE

Tlnoughout the study two measures of knowlcdge were related to

the various indexes: (1) formal ecucational attainment and (2)

general information about Mexico and thc Umtcd States.

F ormal_ Educational Attainment

The formal educational attainment of the infor mants from the two
countries is presented in Table 2. Echicational attainment as a vqrnblc
will be used throughout the study.

TABLE 2-—-Formal educational attainment of informants

Level of UNITED STATES MEXI CO
education General . Rural Spanish-

public Michigan speaking Urban “Rural
None . - -- - 19.0 - 38.9
1-4 years 5.0 Loy 29.3 Lo.o 53.9
5-8 years 30.1 36.2 33.1° 30.0 6.9
9-12 years . 42,5 L2.0 23.5 8.0 --
13 years and over ‘ 22.3° 17.4 12.7 2.0 -~
Don't know, no response . . - 1.4 1.0 .3

100.0 100.0

TOTAL PERCENT ‘ . ©100,0  100.0 100.0

General Information about Mexico/United States ‘

Tablc 3 swnmarizes the percentage of correct responses to ques-
tions appraising knowledge relevant to the linkage process. It is inter-
esting to note that a much greater proportion of Mexicans than United
States citizens knew the identity of their foreign affairs minister. Be-
cause the number of United States citizens who responded to this iten
correctly was so very small it was dropped from the index. Ability to

“identify U Thant and Nehru was highly correlated with educational
attainment in both countries. In Index Big A (Table 1) two items,

“What is a wet back?” and “What states of the United States once be-
longed to Mexico?” are summated for each informant so that 2 equals
high knowledge, or correct answers to both questions, 1 equals inter-
mediate knowledge with one correct response, and O equals no correct
answers. The product moment correlation between this Big A index
and educational attainment for the general public of the United States,

11



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

LS

TABLE 3—Knowledge related to United States-Mexico linkages and world

relations
Knowledge : UNITED STATES WEX1CO .
items - -
General - Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking '
Who is Dean Rusk?: 7.6 3.8 6.5 ' -~ --
Who is Manuel Tello?w -- - So-- ' 24,3 3.5.
What is a wet back? = - 29.3 27.8 17.0 55.8 24,0

States of United States
which once belonged to-

Mexico? ; 65.3 66,1 82.9 L8.3 22.9
Who is U Thant? 27,4 21,1 9.8 6.2 7
who is Nehru? . L2.4 36,1 28.5 ‘ 18.8 1,0
FOFALRERCENT- ) 0070 {66 | 50+~ o0 860

“Question as presented in the United States, Answer: Secretary of the United States
Department.of State.
*Question as presented in Mexico. Answer: HMinister of Foreign Affairs of Mexico.

rural Michigan, Spanish-speaking Latinos of the Southwestern United
States, urban ‘Mexico and rural Mexico are as follows: .39, 33, 44,

The great importance of education in knowledge that should be
significant in understanding the background of United States-Mexican
and Anglo-Latino relations is apparent from these high relationships.
However, as is well known, collaboration is not merely a matter of

‘knowledge. Interaction, sentiment, motivation and many other factors

are involved. These and other considerations will be treated below.

Here it may bé noted that the index designed to measure background '

knowledge concerning border relétionships is related to other sociologi-
cal variables. As might be expected, informants. living in the border

states more frequently answered the questions correctly than others.
This is true notwithstanding the low relationship manifest in the study
between the factors border vs. nonborder residence and educational

t

~attainment, ' g

.~ MASS MEDIA AND COMMUNICATION
‘ : Language

No traveller along the United Stzites‘-Mexi‘caﬁ border is unaware
of the use of Spanish and English languages on both sides of the border.

"Contingency coefficients expressing this relationship were: .89, .36, 47, .47, and ,36. The Chi
Square scores and pertinent degrees of freedom were as follows: 265.9, 14dF; 45,1, 14df; 29.4, 16df;
820.9, 16df; and 41.7, 8df. All Chi Squarc measures are significant at the p < .05 level.. The various
mensures of closeness of relationship of Big A components to the. various components of the indexes
of both behavioral ‘and desired linkages suggests that hypothesis 2 (page %) would be validated if
it had been carrelated with these composite indexes. 7
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7 ity in both languages is clearly a potential for linkage across the
border. Table 4 shows the tabulated results of the investigation estab-
lishing the number of informants who spoke a language other than
their mother tongue, and who spoke both Spanish and English in
their homes. The Spanish-speaking Latinos of Southwestern United
States demonstrate their linking capacity with the largest proportion
speaking the across-the-border lauguage in their homes. With the high
proportion of that group also .speal\mg English, about 85 percent appear
to be bilingual.

TABLE 4—Citizens of Mexico and the United SldtCS who speak “forelgn
langumfcs, and Spanish and English in their homes

UNITED STATES MEX I CO

General Rurel Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking Xy

Language spaken

Language fofeign to

country 13.7 8.9 86.0 11.4 8.7
No foreign language . 86,1 gl.1 4.0 88.1 91.3
No response .2 -- -- .5 --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
Percent speaking: ) .

Spanish ' 3.2 .20 86.0 96.0:- 97.0% -

English : o 92.5% 99.0% 85.4 8.0 --

Intervnewer s statement concerning language background

v /nul
< orig 7 Across-The-Border Use of Mass Medla

To appraise the influence of viewing and list tening te vadio and TV
programs and reading magazines and newspapers from across the bor-
der, an inventory was made concerning such contacts. These data for
the various samples are summarized in Tables 5 and 6.

TABLE 5—Citizens of Mexico and the United States who receive radio or
television programs which cross the United States-Mexican bordcr and
other foreign countries

Reception of UNITED STATES MEXICO

programs

General Rura) Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking

A foreign country, but not
across United States~-

Mexican border 3.2 6.9 N 1.0 .7
Across border and other )

countries | W2 - .7 3.8 2.4
Only from across border .7 .2 33.3 16,9 104
No foreign programs 95.1 91.3 52.7 78.1 86.2
No response : .8 1.6 12.7 .2 .3
TOTAL PERCENT . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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TABLE 6—Citizens of Mexico and the United States who receive newspapers
and magazines from across the United States-Mexican border, and other’
foreign countries :

UNITED STATES S MERXICO
Reception from .
fore?gn countries Genefal R‘.“‘a.l Span|§h- ; Yrban Rural
) public Michigan speaking

News Maga- News HMaga- News Maga- Hews Maga- HNews Maga-

zines zines zines Zines zines

-Foreign country but

not across United

States-Mexican border 1.4 1.3 .3 .5 .6 -- -- N .2 --
Across border and other -

countries -- -- - - -- - -- 7 -- .7
Only from across border == 2 - -- k8 46 6 28,9 -- 8.3
No foreign newspapers .

and magazines 97.1 97.0 99.5 '99.5 9k.6 93.8" 99.4 70.2 99.8 9i.,0
No response 1.5 1.5 .2 - -- 1.6 -- .1 -- --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100,0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 150.0 100.0 100.0

Samples representing the United States general public and rural
Michigan report minimal contact with foreign mass media, including
those from Mexico. From 10 to 17 percent of the Mexican population
appear to be in contact with TV and radio programs from the United
States and over one-third of the Latinos of the Southwestern United

~ States are highly involved in the Iihking‘ processes between the iwo

nations as their radio-listening habits demonstrate,

An index of mass media linkage was developed in which contact
across the border through the use of magazines, newspaper and TV
and/or radio was scored 3, no contact the count of 0 and intermediate
contacts were scored 2 and 1. Following general procedure to be re-
ported throughout this study, the summations of these counts con-

stitute the quantification by which the mass media Big B items were |

correlated, collectively and individually, with sociological variables.
The relationship between mass communication linkage across the
United States-Mexican border, -as measured by this index, and educa-
tional attainment in both of the Mexican samples was high ( the product
moment correlation coefficient expressing the relationship being: .42
for the urban and .32 for the rural sample).® The. relationships in the
United States were insignificant, as would be expected from such mini-
mal contact, -

$Contingency céefﬁcients for the Mexican samples were respectively as follows: .52, and .36. The
Chi Square scores with degrees of freedom were 419.9, 24df; and 40.2, 8df, Both are significant ut .
the p < .05 level. ' . :
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CHAPTER 3.
ACTUAL BEHAV_IORAL LINKAGES

T 0-ascertain the importance of actual behavioral linkages and con-
tacts across the border bctwcul Mexicans and citizens of the United

States and/or between Latinos and Anglos within the two countries, a”
series of questions was developed to measure these two types of link-

ages. Ten items, eliciting discrete responses to degree of direct and
first-hand contact with individuals from across the border were in-
cluded, along with three items concerning second-hand contacts,
Table 1 shows the relation of these items to the total study under the
designations Big D, Big E and Big I, and the indexes of which they
are composed, (di .. . f3). Here each of the latter indexes is described
and analyzed.

FIRST HAND LINKAGE AND CONTACT

" Seven types of linkages between citizens of Mexico and the U.S.
were specified in the interviews, five enumecrating likely arenas of
social activity in which contacts might take place, and two concerning
more individual types of contact represented by the questions: “Have
you any Mexican/North American friends?” and “IHave you ever been
to Mexico/United States?”

Friendship Lihkziges

Table 7 summarizes responses to the question: “Do you, yourself,
have any Mexican friends?” (or “, . . North American friends” in the
case of the Mexicans). Again the linking function of the Spanish-speak-

ing group of the Southwest is demonstrated by the more than two-thirds

TABLE 7—Citizens of Mexico and the United States who have friends
among the citizens of the country across the border

‘ UNITED STATES "MEXICO
Friends across
the border General  Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
public- Michigan speaking
Yes, have friends across - 18,7 19.5 68.4 15.8 -, 4,2
the border . .
- No, do not have friends , 1
across border - 81.1 80.5 31.6 83.8 95.8
No response : .2 -- -- A --

TOTAL PERCENT ’ 100.0 100.0 100.0 ‘ 100.0 100,0
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who claim friendship with Mexican nationals. The schedule used for
this sample was written in Spanish, and the designation for the national-
ity of the friends was “Mexicano,” with the additional phrase, “that is
to say, people who are natives of Mexico.” (The common practice in
the Southwestern states of 1efemng, to any Spanish-speaking person,
native as well as foreign, as “Mexican,” suggested the necessity of this
precaution.) This friendship item is of particular interest, because it
is one of the few questions in the schedule that provides a check on

“the accuracy of the data. The mutuality of friendship, even allowing

for cultural and individual differences in definition and identification
of friendship, requires that friendships professed by one group for
individuals in the other group be more or less evenly balanced by
similar professions of friendship by the second group. Table.7 demon-
strates that such mutuality of claim indeed exists, with the Mexican
population claiming a scant 1.3 percenitage higher friendship than the
claim made by the general public of the United States. The slightly
greater tendency of rural Michigan to claim Mexican friendships than
is true of the gencral public may reflect the considerable number of
Mexicans who through the years have come to Michigan as transient

farm workers. The actual indexing of these responses into the summa-

tion of tables allotted a 0 to those respondents professing no- cross-the-
border friend, and a 1 to those who c]zum to havc at least one such
hlend '

Those who claim to havc friends across the Umtcd States- \erxlcan

border are more apt to have visited across the border, to-have second-
hand linkages—that is, through relatives, close fuends or a spouse, and
more apt- to have contact with the linked group in such interaction

arenas as church, other formal organizations, neighborhoods, relative -
groups, and work associates (See correlation tables, Appendix A.).

They are also more disposed than others to desire further linkage.

This one item concerning friendships across the border is highly cor--
related with all of the remaining linkage items, both those of actual

behavior and of attitude or desire.
Correlation of the same itern—having fuends across the border—
with educational attainment shows that for the United States general

public and for urban Mexico, those having friends tend to be slightly
‘more highly educated than those who do not. For the rural Michigan -

sample, however, no such 1e]at10ns]up appears ‘between across-the-
border-friend index and education. The reason for this rural Michigan
difference is not clear from the data. It is conjectured, however, that

5
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the Michigan yural sample would have beeir o ely more exposed
to contact with the Mexican migrant farm worker than would the
United States general public and. that such contacts might over the
years develop into friendly contacts of sorts between ‘the Mexican
laborers and a wide spectrum of ranks within the rural community. The

- Michigan farm laborer, as well as the employing farmer, the local store-

keepers, the gas station operators, etc. \ would have ample opportunity
for faitly continuous contact. This would tend to randomize the edu-
cational level of those professing friendships, in contrast to the demon-
strated nation-wide tendency both in the United States and in Mexico
for informants to follow the sociological principlc of exhibiting greater
accessibility for liberalizing influences including a wide range of con-
tacts, as a concomitant of mc1easmﬂlv high oducqtlona] levels.?

Travel Across the Border

Besides friendship, travel to the country across the horder com-
iship, c 3 _

“pletes the items designated as “first-hand” across-the-border contacts.

Over one-fifth of the general public of the United States and the urban
population of Mexico had either visited or lived in the country across
the border. Inter estingly, rural ] \/hclugan as well as rural Mexico each

- reported slightly more than 13 percent as having visited or lived on

the other side of the border of their home countries. In contrast, 58
percent of the Southwestern sample indicated such contact. While

visits of North' Americans tend to be short, Mexicans who cr 0SS the bm-

der tend to stay longer. When informants who have visited the cross-
the-border country are compared with those who have not, in terms
of their scores on other items measuring behavioral and desired linkage,

a consistent positive, corrclation for. the general public of the.United
States and for the Mexican urban samples is noted, much the same
as the correlation mentioned above between having friends across ‘the

border and all of the other linkage items. Although informants in the
United States who have been to Mexico seemed not to differ in edu-
cational attainment from those who had not been there, those from
urban Mexico who had visited the: United States had lower educational
attainment than those who had not. This no doubt 1eﬂects the fact

"Rclutloushms hetween cducntlona] .1tt.1mmcnt and having or not having fnends across the border
have the following Chi square measures with degrees of freedom for the United States general public,
rural Michigan and urban Mexico respeetively: 81.5, 4df; 3. 7‘3 4df; and 118.5, 4df, The first and last
measures are significant at the p < 05 level,
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that large numbers of unskilled farm and other laborers with low edu-
cational attainment work in the United States.!®
Summary Index for First-Hand Linkages and Contacts

In erder to combine the influence of length of stay with contact
through:.aetual visit, a summated index was devlsed As measured by

-~ this index, first- hand linkage is significantly related to cdumhonal at-

tainment for all samples exccpt 1unl Mexico.!

LINKAGES IN HOME-BOUND INTEBACTIOI\
OF LATINOS AND ANGLOS '

Although theydo net cross the border themselves, some individuals
engage in home-bound interaction with nationals from the other side
of the bomdler or with fellow citizens of a.different ethnic and/or lan-
guage deriwation, fm encounters at work, at church, in other formal or-
ganizations, in their neighbeshoods, or among relatives. Do’ people
s0 situated have more behaviomal linkage as a result of what often might
be aformall contact than do others without such contact? Does the
interaction gpread from the-imitial arena to other arenas of life? The
present chapterdeals with these questions, much of the data. for
whlch appears in Table 8. ‘

Church Lmkage

Table 8 p1esents data ensthe percentages of 1espondents in the
five samples whomgported thatmostrof-their associates in church were
from groups stemmirg from:across the border as well as the pelcentagcs
who reported thatsome stem $rom‘there.2 | o

Two gladatlonsof linkage; thatiis, “most,” and “any” or “some,”
of the ethnic andjfor language composition stemming from the other
side of the border-were used in the index. When these two are com-

WFor the ‘general public.of the Unitedi: Stnlcs, Tral chlug'm 'md urlnn Meuvico, the Pc'u-som'm
correlation ccefﬁcxent Chiifquare 'measures~with respective degrce of freedom were as follows: r = 8,
A= 514, 9df;rr-= 14, = 8.4, 6ilf; and r = =12, a? == 10.4, 124f, Only the first Chi Squ‘u-c
measure is sngmﬁcant at: the-p < .05 ]ew,

'"Product ‘moment codfflkionts expressing  this relm:mnshlp were as follows: .19, 20 .28, .31, .09;
for the United!States’ geng i publie, rural Michigan. Spanish-speaking Latinos, urban Mexico and’ rural

* Mexico. “The 'Chi Scuare -seores wnth pertinent frequencies were as follows: 91.8, 21df; 88,5, 21df;

274, 244f; 172 8, 24df; and9.0; 12dF.

“To obtain the data presedtid in Table 8 informants. were snsked: “Consider only the members
of your ghnrt‘h whom “you: E&uwf”pcrsonnlly Which of the following language or racial backgrounds
do MOST E» "THESE Hibelong to?”. Tor. the Trnited States samples . these, were as follows:
“1) White, $5n ghsh-spmkmg, AR Spnmsh-spe'\km;, bazllrround, 8). Negro, En;,hsh-spenkmg 4) Other,
specify:: ‘ tredulies;: used. in_ Mexico  hask the following categories: “Now, do ANY of
them. ceme !\rmn an, otha‘“ batdlground: If ‘yes’ mlr “Which . background? ** 1) Mexxcnnos que. .no
hablan nmgus:ikq lengua mdxgemm.i) Indigenas que v hablan Espafiol, 3) Mexsieanos o indigenas que
hablan Espmm g idiomas -indigtiwas, 4) Negros qué Hablan Espafiol, 5) Otro. (The interviewer had

the above cattiigries on thegchediule. )
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bined, between 6 and 9 percent in rural Michigan and the general
public of the United States may be considered linked in church. Only
4 and 1 percent, l"espcctively, of the urban and rural respondents
in Mexico were so linked. By far the greatest linkage in church is, of
course, in the Spanish-speaking Latino group of the Southwest. -

Persons who are linked in church tend to have behavioral linkages
in other interaction arenas both of the home-bound type discussed in
the present section and others (correlation tables, Appendix A). Like-
wise those linked in church tend to desire more linkage in terms of the
measures discussed in the sections below. Since many, perhaps most,
of those reporting church linkages are Catholics, the linkage factor
may merely reflect the influence of an intervening variable, the Catholic
religion. In none of the samples do respondents with church linkage
appear significantly different in educational attainment from those
without such linkages. I

I

Linkage in Non-Church Formal Organizations

For informatioﬁ on. this type of linkage, informants were asked
about ‘their membership organizaitons that meet ‘more or less regu-
larly such as societies, fraternal organizations, educational groups or
recreational organizations, labor unions, farm organizations, or business
or professional organizations. They then were asked, “Among these
non-religious groups and organizations that you have mentioned in
the last two questions, which ONE is the most important to you?”'®

As will be noted from Table 8, there are fewer linkages in non-
religious formal organizations than in the church. Mexicans in particu-
lar reported few linkages in formal organizations of the non-religious
type. There was some tendency for informants in the United States

. general public sample who were linked in the formal organizations to

have higher education status when there were “some” Spanish-speaking
members and to have lower attainment when “most” were of ‘this
language and ethnic background.

Linkage with Relatives Stemming from Across the Border

As with linkages in church and other formal organizations just

“discussed, an effort was made to ascertain the extent «of linkage of

1After ascertaining the attendanee at this organizationand its nature, the following: question was -
asked: “Now, consider. only. those members . of these organizations whom you - know ‘personally . . .
consider the language or raeial backgrounds of these members whom you know personally. To which
one of the following langnage or racial backgrounds do MOST of them belong?"* Categories listed ahove
on church linkage were used here also, “Now, do ANY of the memhers whom you know personally
come from any other language or racial background?"” . ’
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informants with relatives not living at home but who lived in or
stemmed from the country across the border. Not only was such in-
formant asked, “IHow often do you get together with any of your rela-
tives, other than those living at home with you?” but also, “To which
of the following language or racial backgrounds do MOST of these
relatives bc]ong” Here the same procedures and set of categories were
used as in the last two items.

As will be noted in Table 8, about 4 percent of the United States
general public and the urban sample of Mexico interact with relatives
who stemmed from across the border. Only. 1.4 percent of the rural
Michigan, and none of the rural Mexican informants reported having
relatives with whom they interacted and who stemmed from acvoss
the border. The extensive linkage of the Spanish-speaking Latinos of
Southwestern United States is well demonstrated in Table 8. Almost
9 out of 10 report that they interact with relatives stemming from
Mexico, and 2 out of 10 interact with 1'c1ative's stemming from the
United States. These proportions dcmonstmte the linkage potential
of this segment of the population.

‘Among Spanish-speaking Latinos of the Southwestem United
States, those interacting with relatives of this language and racial back-
ground more frequently interact with this same group in the other
interaction arenas as contrasted to those who do not so interact (cor-
relation tables, Appendix A). Comparisons of educational attainment
revealed no differences in the three samples for which data are available
between those linked with relatives and those without such linkage.
So far as educational attainment measures social rank; interacting with
relatives from the other side of the b01der appears not to be class
or caste bound. , S

Linkages with Neighbors Stemming from Across the Border

Informants in all of the five samples were asked, “How often do
you get together with any of your nelghbm s?” “How often do you get
together, outside of work, with any of the people you (your husband)
work(s) with?” And, “How often do you get together with any other
friends?” ‘ '

Table 8 indicates the extent of hnkftge in friendship, neighbor
and co- w01ker off-the-job ar enas with actors stemming from across the

HFor the purnoses of the present section thcy were then asked, “Now, (.onsldu' the language or
racial” backgrounds of theac friends, neighbors and co-wurkers.. To ‘which of the foliowing groups do
MOST of them belong?"” “Now, are ANY of your friends, neighbors, and co-workers of different language
olr racial background?’’ The lmgn'\m, and racial categories used are the same as those in the preceding -
three items.

21



Q

ERIC

PAruirox rovieay cnc R

border. As with the other items already discussed, only the Spanish-
speaking Latinos of Southwestern United States report extensive link-
age. The 8.4 percent of the informants in the - United States general
public sample who report linkages with neighbors, off-work and other
acquaintances who stem from across the border wre in general much

~more frequently linked in other activities and generally more favorably

disposed to more linkage than are those without this form of linkage.
The 3.9 percent of the informants in the rural Michigan sample who

are thus linked more frequently report Jinkages with fellow workers,

relatives and friends who stem from across the border than those who
do not report these linkages (correlation table, Appendix A).
Informants in the United States general public sample who report
the above linkages tend to have higher educational status than those
who do not have such linkages. For thée other samples studied in this
regard, namely, rural Michigan and urban Mexico, differences were not
statistically significant. But for rural Michigan there appeared a tend-
ency for those reporting this type of linkage to have lower educational
achievement than those without such linkage.’® There is again indica-
tion that linkage of Anglos and Latinos in rural Michigan takes place
at lower educational and class levels. Table 9 indicates Mexicans and
Spanish-speaking Latinos of Southwestern United States generally

Jinteract with neighbors more frequently than do Anglo-Americans.

| ‘Linkages with Work Associates on the Job

In addition to the data just discussed concerning linkages with co-
worKer off the job, linkages on the job also were studied. Inasmuch -as
on-the-job associations often differ from off-the-job associations, ¢ Table
8 summarizes the percentages of informants in the five samples who
report on-the-job linkage with co-workers stemming from across the
border. Few Mexicans report working on the job with North Americans
but almost 8 percent of the United States general public and almost 5
percent of the rural Michigan informants report contacts with Spanish-
speaking workers on the job. That the Spanish-speaking Latinos in
Southwestern United States report fewer Latino and fewer Anglo
workmates on the job than they report for church and neighborhood

. ¥When non-mention of “any” Spnnish-.\spc:lki_ug linkage is given the count of 0, and mention
of it is given the count of 1, the product moment correlation cocflicient expressing this relationship with

"+ school grades completed as —.15. This coeificient is significant at the p' < .05 level, but the Chi Square

score from thessame table is only 4.5 with 8 duegrees of freedom. For the general public of the United
States and urban Mexico the corresponding correlation coeflicients 'were: .15 and —.05. The pertinent
Chi Synare scores with pertinent degrees of freedam woere: 12.8, 3df; and 2.4, 4df. :

WA {nformants were asked, *“T'o which of the following language or racial backgrounds do MOST
people with whom you work closely on the job helong? The same procedures in (uestioning were used
as reported in the immediately previous items,
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is in part <Ze o0 15 Targe number of “no responses” to the question.'”
Furthermos, = icger proportion of these Latinos are farmers or farm
laborers thau 1s characteristic of the other samples, except rural Mexi-
can. Often farm work is more or less family work and hence does not
involve people of other backgrounds, The much more frequent inter-
action of co-workers off the job among Mexicans than among Anglo-

-Americans indicates life in a less-differentiated society in Mexico than
in.the United States (Table 9). Workers, many of whom are kinfolk

and old time friends, may return to ncr‘hbmhoods within which they
have lived for long periods. As we shall nate in Chapter 6, the mobility
of Mexicans is much more restricted than .that of Anglo-Americans.

For the United States general public sample the informants who
worked in settings in which most co-workers stemmed from across the
border, less than 1 percent of the total were of lower educational at-
tainment thazt those not reporting such a linkage. The 7 percent who
reported only some co-workers from across the border or of Spanish-
speaking bacl\mound were of higher cducmonal attainment than those

“who reported none,

Summary Index for Linkages in Home-Bound Interaction Arenas

Items concerning linkages in home-hound interaction arenas were
combined into a summary measure, deslgmtcd as Big E, composed of
the five small s, represented in T"tblc 1. The scores for informants

ranged from 5, for contacts with people stemming from across the
border in all 5 arenas, through 0, f01 no contacts with these people in
any of the arenas. There was no high positive correlation between
educational attainment and interaction of Anglos with Latinos in"Anglo

~samples in the United States as measured by Big E. Since educational

attainment is closely related to social rank or status, and Spanish-speak-
ing or Latino residents uf the United States are f1equently of lower
rank, this result was e\pected 18

SECOND HAND OR INDIRECT LINKAGE
AND ITS GONTRIBUTION

What contubutmn do indirect hnkages make toward producing
favorable attltudes toward desire for linkage? Here will be considered

141‘0r the question uquz_stmg specification .of most common b.lclq,rouncl half of the respondents in
the samples failed ta answer. Tor any Spanish-speaking Hinkage, over % of the samples failed to answer,

18The prodm.t nmoment corrclation ' coefficients indicating the relationship between  this mdc\ .md
educational attainment in Mexico for the wrhan' and: raral stunples was as follows; .22 and .13,
the Uunited States general publie, rural Michigan, Spanish-speaking Latinos, urban Mexicans and ruml
Mexicins respectively, the I l.lhonslup between - these two variables .is cxpressed by the following . con-
tingeney cocficients: (21, .25, 59, .31, and .20, From the pertinent Chj Square scares only ‘the first
and the fourth items are }udged to be s:gmﬁc'mt at the p < .05 Icve
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the possible impact on the informant of relatives and close friends,
who, although they may live in an actor’s home country, have been
across the border. In an attempt to provide answers to this question
all informants were asked whether their own spouses, friends, and rcla-
tives with svhom they were in contact had been to the country across
the border. A considerably larger proportion.of informants have close
friends and relatives who have been to the country across the border
than have been there themselves. Potential intimate sources of informa-
tion about the across-the-border country are explored in the following
discussion of items.

Second-Hand Linkage via Relatives

Approximately one-third of informants in the general public of the
United States, rural Michigan, and rural Mexico have relatives who
have visited the country across the border from their homeland. For
nrban Mexicans the proportion was larger (43 percent) and as would
e expected, the proportion of Spanish-speaking Latinos of Southwest-
ern United States having such relatives was very much greater (67,
percent). The informants in the United States general public, rural
Michigan, and urban Mexico who reported having this second-hand
linkage with Mexico all reported higher educational attainment th'm
those who did not have this linkage." :

Those. informants who report having relatives who have visited
across the border are much more likely to have made such visits them-
selves and to exhibit more behavioral and desired linkages than those
with no such relatives. The greatest difference in this respect between
those having and not having such relatives was found in the United
States general public and urban Mexico; the least difference occurred .
among informants in rural- Michigan and rural Mexico. So that the.-
second-hand or indirect linkage through relatives may reflect the in-
fluence of time spent across the border, informants were asked to think
of the relative who had spent the most time across the border and to
indicate how long he had been there. As in the case of the informants’
own visits across the border, relatives of the United States nationals
differ markedly from those of Mexicans in the length of their visits.
In general, the status-role of temporary tourist best. characterises the
relatives of the United States citizens visiting Mexico. Among relatives

wFor the genernl public of tlu. United Stdth, rural \hchu,m and urhan Mexieo the correlatlon )
coefﬁcnent, Chl Squnre mensures and degrees of freedom arc vespectively: r == .18, =2 = 53.5, 3df; r =
v 3( 3 or = .23, a? = 54.9, 4df. These coefficients were availahle only for these three
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of Mexicans a large number have been in the United States for one

_ year or more, indicating that they are, or were, there as workers or
" students, and some may have acquired United States citizenship.

Second-Hand Linkages via Close Friends
S

Slightly less than one-fourth of the informanis in urban Mexico
and slighitly less than one-third of the informants from the United States
general public report that they have close friends who have visited the
country across the border. The percentage of Spanish-speaking Latinos
in the Southwestern United States with such indirect linkages was
58.8 pereent indicating again the strong linkage potential of this group.
Rural Mexicans and rural Michiganders less frequently reported close
friends who had visited across the border, thesc proportions being
respectively 16.0 and 18.7. In general, the informants who had this
form of linkage had a higher educational status than those without
such linkage. The United States general public sample manifests the
greatest differences between those informants who claim second-hand
Yinkages through close friends and those who make no such claim. For
example, those having such friends are more prone to state that they
would be willing to move to Mexico, an item to be discussed presently.

For the rural Michigan sample, the 19 percent who claim close
friends who have visited Mexico when compared wtih the remaining
81 percent show the following differences: They more frequently
claim to have Mexican friends, more frequently have heen to Mexico,
have more frequently been in contact with Spanish-speaking neighbors
and fellow workers, and place Mexico higher on the “friendship ladder,”
an index discussed below (correlation tables, Appendix A).

The patterns of ‘duration of stay or visit in the country .across the
“border for these close friends follow the general pattern discussed
previously: Mexicans as wmkcxs, students, etc. seem to stay longer in
the United States than United States citizens as tourists stay in Mexico.

The third item in the second-hand linkage index was linkage via
the spouse, In general the proportion of informants who reported a
spouse who had been to the cross-the-border country was not greatly
different from that of the respondents themselves. In fact many martied
couples crossed the border together. The significance of independent
visits made by the spouse when the informant did not go remains to be
appraised.
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Summary Index of Indirect Linkage

“The sum across the “I7 or indirect linkages indexes (Table 1) yields
a set of scores for cach informant, ranging from 0 to 6: Six equals most
sccond-hand linkage across the border and 0 equals no second-hand
contact there. This summated index is called “Big T~ ( able 1), and
it is posmve]y correlated with educational attainment.”

2

’!

SUMMATION OF ALL BEHAVIORAL LINKAGE INDEXES

The indexes concerning first hand contact across the border (Table
1, Big D), contact betwween Anglos and Latinos in home-bound inter-
action arenas (Table 1, Big E), and indirect or second-hand linkage
(Table 1, Big F), were combined into a summary measure with values
ranging from 0 to 14, with 0 equaling the least behavioral linkage and
14 the most.

In the s various samples the percentages s(,mmg, no linkages as this
is here measured arc as follows: United States general public, 39;
rural Michigan, 42; urban Mexico, 41; and rural Mexico, 54. There
are no Spanish-speaking Latinos in the Southwestern United States
sample who reported no linkage. This summary index is positively asso-
ciated with educational attainment. The product moment correlation
coeflicients expressing this relationship for the United States general
public, rural Michigan, the Spanish-speaking Latinos of Southwestern
United States, urban Mexico and rural Mexico arc as follows: .25,
231, .37 and .20.*

=Corrclation coefficients mdlc'xtmg this relationship for the general public of the United States,
riral chhu.,nn, Spanish-speaking Latinos. urban and rural Mexicans were respectively as follows: (28,
.29, .21, .32 and .21. The contingency coefficients. were respectively: .85, 41, 51, .87 and .85. Tho
Chi Squ.nc measures with degrees of frvcdom from swhich thosc hst cocflicients were derived were

- respectively as follows: 218.3, 42df; 62.4, 42df; 86.9, 48d{; 178.9, 48 df; and 40.2, 20df. Only the

Spanish-speaking Latino Chi Squ.)rc are not s:“mﬁcml at Hw p < 05 level.

“'Ihe contingency coefficients measuring these relationships arcas follows: 36, 54,
36. The Chi Square scores and related degrees of freedom arc as follows: 230.1 a1df;
106.9, 104df; 289.2, 96df; and 41.6, 36 daf.

71, .45 and
122.8, 70df;
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CHAPTER 4. ATTITUDES TOWARD THE
ACROSS-THE-BORDER COUNTRY AND
TOWARD LINKAGES WITH"

- THAT COUNTRY

his section will describe an index designed to reflect “desire for

linkage” and including attitudinal components for measuring the
potential of onc nation and one nation’s citizens to collaborate with
another.

ATTITUDES TOWARD THE ACROSS-THE-BORDER
¢ COUNTRY AS.A NATION

Four items, identified as gi through gs in Table 1, sought to probe
attitudes about the country across the border, shorn of the personal
and individual elements, and concentrating on the perceived national

" image.

Informants were asked to indicate their personal reactions to the
following statements: “Our leaders should be working more with lead-
ers of Mexico (or the United States)” and “Our country should have
closer connections and ties with Mexico (or the United States).” As
indicated in Table 10, there is strong endorsement of both items in all
samples. The tendency for the United States general public and for
rural Michigan to be indecisive is notably strong, whereas the Mexicans
tend to agree more strongly with the statements as the Spanish-speak-
ing people of the Southwest, who are overwhelmingly in favor of more
cooperation. The well-known general “set reaction” or tendency of
Mexicans to give, relatively more frequently than North Americans, the
positive rather than the negative answer cannot be held responsible
for the more marked Mexican agreement expressed in this table, al-
though it may well play a part.?®

#In the present study the 25 similar statements were studied in some detail for the largest sample
in the United States, the gencral public, and the largest sample in Mexico, the urban sample. The
- percentage answering the following catejgories were averaged: 1-strongly agree; 2-slightly agree;
3-don’t know; 4-slightly disagree; and S-strongly disagree. The mean pereentages and standard deviao
tions for cotegories 1 and 2 were as follows; l-strongly agree: means were 38.00 for the United States
general publie, and 44.69 for urban Mexico, 2-glightly agree: means were 20.75 and 27.59 respectively,
The standard deviations for the first pair of means were respectively 18.64 and 17.60. For the second,
6.96 and 5.75. For category 1 the urban Mexican. mcan was 6.69 higher than the miean for the United
States general public. For category 2, the urbam. Mexican mean was 6.84 higher than for the United
States general public. For category 3,.the.mean -far:the generat publicof the United “States was 1.12.
greater. For category 4, the United States' mean-was-3.86 .greater, andi:for 3, 9.68 greater.
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THBUE 10—Desire for greater linkage between the United States dand
"Sexico: desire for more cooperation - between leaders and desire for
cfoser ties

UNITTED STATES MEX1CO

Responses B
Gemeral public Rural Michigan Spanish-speaking Urban Rural

DESVAE MORE COOPERATION

Yes, strongly agree 25.5 21,1 62.0 37.4 35.5
Yes, slightly agree 29:1 30.0 4.4 4.1 32.3
Don't know 26.1 26.6 9.3 7.4 4.9
No, slightly disagree 10.5 13.5 8.7 1.6 7.3
Ho, strongly disagree 8.0 8.4 2.9 9.2 9.0
Refusal, other .8 4 2.7 .3 --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
DESIRE CLOSER TIES
Yes, strongly agree 29.4 24.0 68.2 42.6 39,1
Yes, slightly agree 30.6 33.6 12.6 36.0 35.8
Don't know 22.9 21.9 8.6 7.3 1533 .
No, slightly disagree 10.3 12.9 4.4 7.5 5.6
No, strongly disagree 6.1 7.2 3.5 6.3 4.2
Refusal, other .7 R 2.7 .3 -
0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TOTAL PERCENT 100.

Would You Move to the Country Across the Border?

This question was put after all the informants had been asked,
“Can you imagine conditions could get to the point that you would
consider moving to another country?” If the answer to this latter ques-
tion was “yes,” the informant was asked specifically, “Would youmove
to Mexico (to the United States)?” Thirteen percent of the urban and
9 percent of the rural Mexican informants reported willingness to move
across the border, in contrast to only 8 percent of the sample of United
States citizens indicating such a desire. Although willingness to move
to the across-the-border country was regarded by all consultants on

~the study as an item that would reflect strong favorable attitudes to-

ward the nation across the border, it is interesting to note that those
stating they would consider making such a move do not differ markedly
from those who would not with respect to the other behavioral and
attitudinal indexes. As indicated in Appendix A, willingness vs. un-
willingness to move to the cross-the-border country is not so highly

_correlated with the other items as some of the other items are with

each other. However, it is worthy of note that the 6 percent in the
United States general public who would consider moving to Mexico
reported having second-hand contact with Mexic through relatives
and close friends more frequently tthan others. Also, the 3 percent of
rural Michiganders who would:camsider moving to Mexico more. fre-
«qquently had linkages with Span#sh-speaking neighbors, friends in

- 29



Mexico, Latino fellow workers, and they were more apt to want \Mexi-
can friends and to be friendly toward the Mexican people than others.
Those who expressed willingness to move from the homeland across
the border were little different from others in educational attainment.

Evaluation of the Cross-the-Border Country as a Nation

To elicit each informant’s evaluation of thie nation across the border
on a scale ranging from good to bad, a self-anchoring scale was used
(6). This scale employs the device of a 10-step ladder with the concept
of the ideal or best being at the top and least ideal or worst at the bot-
tom. By the time in the interview when the items reported in this .
monograph were introduced, the informant had had considerable ex-
perience with this self-anchoring procedure. The interviewer describeil
the informant’s task as follows: “Now, let’s think of the top of the ladder
as the place where things stand that are very good, and the bottom ot
the ladder as the place where things stand that are very bad. On which
step would you place (name of your home country). Where would
you place (nam= of the.country across the border)? Where would you
place the Sovie” Union?” :

Table 11 presents the results of these evaluations. First it should
be noted that the patterns of evaluation of the home country by resi-
~ dents of Mexico and the United States, including rural Michigan, are
essentially the same. Slightly less than half place their own country on
the top rung and less than 1 percent place it on the bottom rung. The
major difference in the samples representing the two countries is for
the evaluation of the country across the border. The evaluation of
Mexicans of the United States on the dimension of good and bad is
- much more favorable than the evaluation of Mexico by citizens of the
~ United States. The Spanish-speaking Latinos of the Southwestern
United States make the highest evaluation of the United States re-
corded but their evaluation of Mexico is also higher than that given
by fellow citizens of Anglo origin. Here again their marginality shows
up and even this evaluation indicates their role as agents of linkage;
loyal to their home country but favorably disposed to Mexico and -
Mexicans. For the three samples on which correlations and other analy-
ses were run to ascertain the importance of educational attainment in
evaluation (the United States general public, rural Michigan, and
urban Mexico ), evaluation of the home country was found to be unre-
lated to educational attainment. However, with reference to evaluations
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TABLE 11-—Mexico, United States and Russia, evaluated as nations at various steps on a continuum from good to bad
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of the country across the border, there was a low positive correlation
between educational attainment and favorable evaluation of the other
country, for rural Michigan (r == 14) and for urban Mexico (r -
17). For the United States general public the evaluation of Mexico
on this scale was not slvlllﬁcdnt]\ correlated with educational attain-
ment (r = .05).

The placement of the country across the horder as above descrilyed
and placement on a scale of “felt friendliness toward the people there™
is highly and positively correlated. Since self-anchoring procedures
were used in both placements, the instrumentation may account for
some of the corrclation. In other words, the use of the ladder and the
step chosen on it may have been influential, and not alone the in-
formant’s evaluation. FHowever, as noted below, the placement on the
friendship ladder is correlated with most of the indexes for behavioral
and desired linkage, but the placement on the evaluation ladder from
good to bad as just discussed is not so frequently related in the various
samples to so many of the indexes. There are, however, ways in which
informants who placed the nation across the border ln(fh on the scale
differ from those who place it low (correlation tables, Appendix A):
Mexicans who evaluated the United States highly also scored the citi-
zens of the United States closer on the social distance scale; that is,
claim to be more willing to be co-workers, neighbors, citizens, and in-
termarry with them. Such relations do not ho]d general]y for the United
States samples and placement of Mexicans on the social distance scales,
However, informants in the United States general public and in rural
Michigan who evaluated Mexico most highly on this ladder rating
tended to express a desire for more Mexican friends. They also mani-
fested more favorable attitudes toward :collaboration of the nations
(g and g:) and were willing to have Mexicans as neighbors more
fr (,quently than those who evaluated Mexico less favorably on the self-
anchoring ladder. '

Summary Index of Attltudes Toward, and De51red Linkage
of, the Country Across the Border as a Nation

From the two attitudinal items concerning the merit of leaders
working together and Mexico and the United States having closer con-
nections (g: and g-), desire and/or willingness to move to the country
across the border (g:), and the evaluative ladder rating of the country
across the border (g.), an over-all index based upon the simple sum-
mation of scores for each informant was developed. This index, desig-
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nated as “Big G in Table 1, has five possible values with 4 equaling
the most positive score and O the most negative score. The index, Big
G, for all samples except rural Michigan and the Spanish-speaking
Latinos of the Southwestern United States was significantly and posi-
tively related to educational attainment of informants as measured by
both product moment correlation and contingency coefficients.*

. ATTITUDES TOWARD THE PEOPLE OF THE
ACROSS-THE-BORDER COUNTRY

Whereas the previous four indexes summarized in Big G deal to
a considerable degree with attitndes toward pluralitics, especially the
nation, the next two focus upon the people across the border.
Desire for Fricnds Across the Border

In Table 7, data regarding friendship linkages were summarized.

All informants who reported having friends across the border were

asked if they would like to have more such friends. Almost all of these
individuals indicated they would like more friends.

None of the variables included in the study is mote generally rc-
lated to other “little” indexes of desired linkage and the various indexes
of behavioral linkage than that of desire to have across the border

friends, or actually having such friends, as discussed above (correlation

tables, Appendix A). For most of the samples those informants who
reported that they desired across the border friends are closer to the
people across the border on the social distance scales; that is, they
are less likely-to reject them as neighbors, co-workers, citizens and as
family members. Furthermore, in the United States general public
as well as the:rural Michigan samples, those desiring more friends than
they now have-across the border more frequently interact with neigh-
bors and with across the border friends, they more frequently have
second-hand contact via close friends, more frequently desire collabora-
tion between the two nations, and fecl more friendly toward the people
across the border (corrclation tables, Appendix A). '

‘Placement on the Friendship Ladder

After informants had used the self—anghoring ladder to evaluate
the United States, Mexico, and Russia, as reported in Table 11, each

“For the general public of the United States, rural Michigan, Spanish-speaking Latinos of south-
western United States, urban Mexico and rural Mexico, the product moment correlation coefficients
expressing_this_relation were: .17, .19, —.08, .18 and .18. The respective contingency coefficients are
23, .88, .50. 26 and..29. Respective Chi Square measures and pertinent degrees of freedom were 87.0,

-28df; 38.3, 38dF; 34.5) 32df; 84.5, 32df; and 26.0, 16df
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was told, “Now, let’s think of the top of the ladder as the place where
those nations stand whose people you feel most friendly toward, and
the bottom of the ladder as the place .where the nations stand whose
people you feel least friendly to. On which step would vou place the
people of (here the home country was named ). Where would you place
(here the acrass the border country was named). Where would you
place the Russian peopler” _

The results of this questioning are tabulated in Table 12. As in the
case of the evaluation scores reported in Tablc 11, the informants
in the various samples with the exception of the Spanish-speaking
Latinos of the Southwestern United States placed the pcople of their
home nation in such a manner as to produce much the samec pattern.
Almost three out of four placed the people of the home country on
the top step, and a negligible number placed them on the bottom.
A comparison of the placement of the home country by the Spanish-
speaking Latinos of the Southwestern United States on the friendship
~ ladder (Table 12) and on the “evaluation of the nation ladder” (Table
11) indicates that whereas this group evaluates their home country,
the United States as a nation, more highly than the informants of any
of the other four samples, when it comes to the feeling of friendliness
toward a country’s people, they place Mexico slightly above their home
country. Mexicans report that they feel more #riendly toward the peo-
ple of the United States than North Americans of the United States
say that they feel toward the Mexican people. Friendliness toward the
people of Russia is not great for any of the samples. '

For the general public of the United States, rural Michigan, and-
_urban Mexico, the samples for which data measuring the relationship .
between educational attainment and placement on the friendship lad-
der were available, the correlation was-positive—the more educated
the informant, the higher he was likely to place the people across the
border. Product moment correlation coefficients for the threc samples

were respectively .14, .26 and .20.24

Summary Index Showing Desire for Linkage of People to Pcople
The preceding two items were combined by simple summation into
an index called “Big H,” which is significantly and positively correlated

%For these samnples the l;espective Chi Square scores with the‘rcspcctive degreesr-of freedom are
as follows: §6.4, 30df; 55.4, 30df; and 111.4, 40df. Al these Chi Square scores,iilike the product
moment coefficients, are mgméeant at the p < .05 level.
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TABLE 12—Friendliness felt toward people of Mexico, United States, and Russia
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Don't know

12.8

9.4

6.6

3.1

2.3

2.8

8.6

5.2

6.2

100,0 100.0 100.0

refusal etc.

100.0 100.0

100.0

100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100,0

-100.0 100.0 100.0

TOTAL PERCENT
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with educational attainment for all samples except the Spanish-speak-
ing Latinos of Southwestern United States and for rural Mexico.?

SOCIAL DISTANCE AS A MEASURE OF DESIRE FOR
BOUNDARY MAINTENANCE OR FOR LINKAGE

In all five samples each informant was asked to indicate which, if
any, of a list of religious, racial and ethnic groups he would prefer
not to have related to himself in various ways. The Begardus (3) social
distance scale, an instrument social scientists nse to measure prejudice,
was employed.

For many readers, the prejudice of Mexicans compared to that of
their ncighbors to the north, as reflected in Table 13, will come as a
surprise. Various writers have maintained that there prevails a general
lhumanitarian ethos in Mexico that makes racial, religious and ethnic
prejudice less common there than in the United States (8). Also,
various writers picture some regions of the United States as inhabited
by people among whom bigotry is common and prejudice high (17).
Table 13 tells a different story. In general, Mexicans manifest a surpris-
ing amount of prejudice, particularly toward Protestants, Negrocs, Jews
and Indians, especially those Indians who do not speak Spanish. The
rather high prejudice manifested toward “whites” appears to be re-
sponses of Mexicans who take pride in brown or “Indian” color, a
characteristic of considerable value, for example, in running for political
office in Mexico. The greater prejudice in Mexico than in the United
States, particularly for such status-roles as fellow citizens or fellow
workers, was unexpected by the investigators associated” with the
present study. However, these facts concerning the relatively high
amount of prejudice manifest by the Mexicans as compared with
citizens of the United States need to be set against another considera-
tion. The extent of prejudice of Mexicans as compared with that of
North Americans is considerably more closely related to educational
attainment—the higher the education the less the tendency to reject
others who are different. From those facts as indicated below, it seems
logical to conclude that if Mexicans were as highly educated as their
nelghbms to the north their scores on' the social distance scales would
have been more similar. This, however, does not alter the fact that
Mexicans manifest more prejudice than North Americans on the social

_ distance scales at the present time.

“For the five samples, the United States general public, runl "Michigan, the Spanish-speaking
Latinos_of the Southwestern United States, urban -Mexico and rural Mexico, lhe product moment,
correlations expressing the rehhomlnps are as follows: .16, .24, —.04, .25 and .15. The conlmgency
ceefficients are respectively: .19, . .29, .98 and .20. The Chi Squqrc scores and perlmenl degrees
of freedom are respectwely 583 14df, 235, Mdf 18.5, 16df; 95.9, 16df; and 12.2,

-
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TABLE 13—Social distance responses: A—relatives by marriage whom the
informants would prefer not to have; B—neighbors whom the informants

would prefer not to have; —co-workers whom the informants would prefer
not to have; and D—citizens by naturalization whom the informants
would prefer not to have

= UNITTED STATES MEXI CO

Category General Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
i public Michigan speaking

A, RELATIVES BY MARRIAGE

Protestants 5.7 3.0 31.0 67.7 74.9
Catholics 17.4 10.9 3.6 1.8 2.1
Jews 30.7 31.0 34,7 70.6 81.5
Negroes 77.1 87.3 62.8 59.0 78.4
Vhites 5.2 .6 3.8 22.6 39.0
Mexicans: 55,1 58.9 1.0 - -
North Americans -- -- -- 36.0 56.1
Indians speaking Spanish¥as .- L= -~ 27.1 3.4
Indians not speaking Spanish:n: ~- -- -- 28.0 59.6
Japanese: 61.0 60.2 L2.5 -- .-
All are acceptable 4.1 6.5 27.8 18,2 1.5
B. NE1GHBORS
Protestants .3 -- 3.1 59.6 77.8
Catholics 2.3 1.8 1.8 1.6 2.8
Jews 6.0 6.3 7.6 62.4 79.5
Negrues 43.7 45.4 21.4 43,2 71.5
Whites .6 .2 1.2 17.9 33.3
Mexicans® 21.3 22.5 - - -
North Americans¥ -- -~ .- 25.8 49.0
tndians speaking 3panishia: -- - .- 15.3 27.8
Indians not speaking Spanishit - .- -- 35,5 53.5
Japanese:: . 18.6 17.1 14.9 - --
All are acceptable bs.6 4’6 RN 28.4 14.9
{. CO-WORKERS
Protestants A -- -- 56.0 2.1
Catholics 1.5 5 1.2 1.3 1.4
Jews b1 4.5 10.5 59.3 75.6
Negroes 19.2 17.3 8.0 3a.2 70.0
Whites .2 .2 .5 17.9 33.4
Mexicans:? 11.5 9.8 - - -
Horth Americans:s: -- -- -- 25.6 48,1
Indians speaking Spanish¥=r - -- - 15.2 24.2
Indians not speaking Spanish:st -- - -- 37.2 51.9
Japaneses 10.3 8.4 7.2 -- -
All are acceptable 73.5 73.4 79.4 31.6 17.4
D. CITIZENS BY NATURALILZATION .
Protestants ] .- -- 6.7 - 71.8
Catholics .8 .2 .8 1.3 2.h
Jews ) 1.9~ 3.6 1.8 60.6 79,1
Negroes 5.2 8.5 b.3 41,5 74.9
Whites -- -- .8 18.2 35.5
Mexicans:r, 6.9 6.5 == - -
Nortis Americans®: -- -- -- 2L.9 52.2
Indians speaking.Spanishs: -- -- - 1h, 1 24,4
Indians not speaking Spanishi=t -- -- -- 28.2 46.7
Japaneses 8.2 3.0 9.3 -- --
All are acceptable 84.6 81.5 §5.3 32.8 13.6.

*“Not analyzed for the Mexican sampies. .
*Not included in the United States samples.
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Social Distance in Marriage Partnership

As indicated by Takle 13, boundary maintenance scores were nich
higher when informants were asked, “Are_there any of these groups
vou would rather not have as members of vour immediate f tamily by
marriage?” As in the past, uses of the social distance approach to the
measurement of prejudice in the United States showed that the barviers
on the part of the Unifed States general public were highest for
Negroes.® Next came Japanese and then for the categories used,
Mexicans, with over half of the Anglo-Americans preferring not to inter-
marry with them. The rural Mexican informants manifest similar bar-
riers to Norteamericanos with over half preferring not to marry them,

but only slightly more than a third of the urban Mexicans indicate such :

rejection. Here, it may be noted that for all the status-roles considered
—neighbors, co-workers, marriage partners and citizens—Mexicans
rejected Protestants more frequently than they rejected North Ameri-
cans. It may be conjectured that much of the objection to North Ameri-
cans is due to the prevalence of the Protestant faith in the United
States. As will be noted in the discussion of the relation of the sociologi-
cal variables to indexes of behavioral and desired linkage, religion is of
considerable influence in both types of linkage, especially in the urban
Mexican sample. As will be noted in Chapter 6, Mexicans appear to
evaluate religious ctivmes and organizations more highly than do
North Americans.

Social Distance in the Neighborhood

As indicated in Table 13, the tendency to reject cross-the-border-—

nationals as neighbors is much the same on both sides of the border,
except that the Spanish- -speaking Latinos do mnot reject Mexicans as
frequently as other United States citizens, and the rural Mexicans
tend to reject across-the-border citizens as neighbors more than North
Americans and other Mexicans. Except for the Spanish- -speaking
Latinos of Southwestern United States whose acceptance level for

various groups is lugh the tendency of informants not to reject across-
the-border citizens as neighbors is associated with having friends in the

country across the border. Failure to reject across-the-border residents

as neighbors is related to many other indexes previously discussed,
especially for the United States general public and' urban Mexico
(correlation tables, Appendix A).

#n Table 13 the responses-of 171 Negroes: and 1,299 whites who L()n)pOsc.(] the sample are not
\l‘l)dl’l\ltd No doubt thu whites alone would have registered higher prejudice scores against Negrous
(and vice versa) th'm is indicated by the su)rcs of the whites and Negroes together.
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Social Distance on the Job

As in the other social distance items, the Spanish-speaking Latinos
of the Southwestern United States manifest less prejudice toward
Mexicans as co-workers than informants in the other United States
samples. Of the two other United States samples, the informants in
rural Michigan show the least prejudice for Mexicans. Both urban and
rural Mexicans throw up higher boundarics to nationals across the
border than do North Americans; almost half of the rural Mexicans
state they prefer not to have North Americans as co-workers.

Social Distance in Citizenship

Although more Mexicans seek citizenship in the United States than
the reverse, Mexicans throw up higher boundaries to North Americans
becoming citizens in Mexico than do North Americans for their across-
the-border neighbors (Table 13). Few citizens of the United States
reject as citizens any of the categories used in the study and appearing
in Table 13. As with the other status-roles for which social distance is
probed, the Spanish-speaking Latinos of the Southwestern United
States manifest least boundary maintenance and prejudice. As with the
other social distance scores, the tendency to reject across-the-border
residents, especially in the case of the urban Mexicans, is significantly
and negatively related to educational attainment; the higher the edu- |

cation the less the tendency to reject. For informants of both Mexican
samples the rejection vs. non-rejection of North Americans as citizens
is correlated with many of the “little” indexes plev1ously dlscussed (cor-
relation tables, Appendv{ A).

Summary Social Distance Index °

From the social distance indexes for neighborhood, co-workers,

" marriage and citizenship (little iy, iz, is and i, in Table 1), a summated

index for each informant was constructed with direction defined so that
0 equals high boundary maintenance against residents across the border
and 4 equals low boundary maintenance (interpreted as high systemic
linkage potential) for across-the-border residents. The product moment
correlation coefficients between this cross-the-border social distance
index (Big I in Table 1) and educational attainment for the United
States general public, rural Michigan, Spamsh-speakmg Latinos of
Southwestern United States, and urban and rural Mexico were respec-

tively as follows: .05, .06, .10, .30 and .14.
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Total Index of Desired Linkage

By summing the index for desired linkage for the nation (Big G),
desired linkage for across the border persons (Big H), and the: social
distance scale measuring lack of social distance (Big I), a 12-point
over-all index for desire for systemic linkage was developed, with 0
‘equalling a low desire for linkage and 11 the highest measured desire.
The contingency coefficients measuring the relationship between this
index and educational attainment are all significant at the p < .03
level*™ In the next chapter the relationship between desired Iinkage
and other indexes will be discussed.

*The product moment cocfficients for the United States - general publie, rural Michigan, Spanish-
speaking Latinos of southwestern United States, urban Mexico and rural Mexica were: .17, 26, —.03,
.31 and .20. Respectively, Chi square scores with pertinent degrees of frecdom were: 123.2, 70dF; 94.9,
) 70df; 52.5, 40df; 198.9, 80df; 46.5, 40df. Respective contingency coefficients were as follows; .27,
) 49, .58, .89 and .37. . '
¢
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CHAPTER 5. DESIRE FOR LINKAGE
AND COLLABORATION: |
ITS PREDICTABILITY AND EXPLANATION

s indicated previously, the index measuring desire for cross-the-
A border linkage or collaboration (Hugh B, Table 1) is composed of
three major components: (1) an attitudinal measure of desire for
nation-to-nation collaboration, an evaluation of the across the border
nation as a nation, and a statement of the informant’s willingness to
move to the country across the border; (2) an assessment of the in-
formant’s desire to befriend cross-the-borcder citizens as well as an
appraisal of his friendliness to across-the-border citizens; and (3) a
social distance measure of informant’s closeness toward the cross-the-
border citizens in terms of their willingness to accept them as neigh-
bors, co-workers on the job, family mcmbcm and citizens. This measure
of desired linkage (Huge B) differs from the other large composite
index (Huge A), which reflects actual behavioral linkage; being com-
posed of the following major components: (1) first-hand linkage re-
flected in having across-the-horder friends and having visited across
the border; (2) Anglo-Latino linkage among-relatives in interaction |
arenas such as the church and other formal 'gl oups, in the neighborhood
and on the job; and (3) second-hand contact with the across the border
nation via relatives, close fu(:nds, and the marriage partner (Table 1).

These two indexes have been studied in relation to each other, and
they and their components have been studied in relation to the follow-
ing sociological variables: educational attainment, proximity of resi-
dence to the border, size of place of residence, language and/or ethnic

background, social class; religion, sex, and age. Table 14 includes the

means of Huge A and Iluge B and standard deviations for all these
sociological variables except for age. Table 15 includes measures of
relationship of Huge A, Huge B, and each of their major components
as listed above with these sociological variables. Table 15 also contains
measures of relationship between the sociological variables and educa-
tional attainment for three samples; the United States general public,
rural Michigan, and urban Mexico. Table 16 contains measures of the
relation of Huge A and Huge B with the sociological variables dichoto-
mized in each sample. In Table 17 the measurement of the relationship
of Huge A and Huge B, as each are related to the sociological factors,
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is czirried;:m-es‘tep further by controllimeg for Humze A’s influence on Huge
B’s relation tto these sociological variables, and again: controlling for
Huge B’s inflmence on Huge A’s relatiom o them. The data in- these

. tables will be: C:O]]Sl(lel’ed in"the following: discussion.

THE INEEEEENCE OF .EDUCATI:O&'EATL‘..;.ATTAINMENT ON
LINKAGE AND OTHER SOCIOL®GICAL VARIABLES

As ‘indicated. in Table 14, in all sammples. informants with more.
formal education had higher mean-scoress measuring their contacts in
acrossithe barefler-and Anglo-Latino elations. (Huge A) than did those
with Tow edmentional attainment:. This same pattern appeared with
reference:ttodesire for linkage, asrmeasured by Huge B, except among
Spanlsh-spea g Latinos of Southwestern United States; where differ-
ences ‘in::edication ‘were not- 1eﬂeclcd in differences in measures of

desir ed linkage:.

In:support:ef hypothesm 3; Chapter 1, the data in Table 15 demon-
strate-that edueational attainment is pesitively correlatedswith’ indexes
and sub-indexes measuring the ameemt: ofiiiiteraction between citizens
of Mexico and:tlie United States and'betweeniLatinos and Anglos in the
two countriesvas: well as the desire forsudh linkage. As-indicated in

Table 15, however, higher educationalsttainment is less frequently
conconutant*of“lngh interaction of AnglasrandLatinos:in interaction
arenas such:as:church, formal groups;neigliborhoods, work places, etc.

‘than it is for:ether forms of interaction such as visiting the across-the-

border nationror: lmvmg friends there..

‘Without resort to multivariate analysis:including multiple, partial
and part correlation for various reasoms:not possible in the present
study, it is difficult to specify to what extent the many relationships
manifest between the sociological variables and the behavioral and
desired linkage indexes and their components as stated in Table 15
are due to the pervasive influence of intervening variables such as edu-
cational attainment. In fact, in many ways education as a process of
socialization, especially in countries such as Mexico and the United
States, is viewed as a process of systemlc linkage. Thus, for many years
educators have maintained that an important function of education in
the United States is that of providing an arena in which the streams of -
immigrants from many lands become Americans. Many tourists return-
ing from either across-the-border country claim the trip was “educa-
tional.” When the well-known Mexican anthropologist, Manuel Gamio,
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observed that it was not an accident that most of Mexico's revaligions
hadlstarted in areas where returning laborers and others ware fieaniliar
with higher levels of living in the United States, he expresseditfiie iilea
here emphasized—that the various forms of linkage discussedi #: the

than possible in the present study, the .contribution: of ttousde: s
and wage lahor to linkage and cooperation on the one Tam#lamnd to
boundary maintenance and conflict on the other.

The relationships of educational attainment to the mmeasmmes of
behavioral linkage (Huge A) and desired or attitudinal Eimlkagy:. Afuge
B) follow the same general pattern as that relation of theseiteon Tatter
variables to each other as well as their relation to annudliincemme:*

It is interesting to note that for the rural Michigan sample-admstiiomnal

attainment appears from ‘the measures available to be ' mume dumsdy
related to both behavioral linkage and desired or attitudindl Tinmkage
than annual income. This relationship holds in general for fe~ «ilser

. . ' ' PR s ! - *-:‘ﬁ’“ ,
samples also, and suggests that those who desire internation aleidmma-
tion should argue for increased support for education. '

As indicated by Table 15, sélf—detarmined‘ social rank: germmuilly
follows the same pattern as-educational attainment and annudSpreame,
showing positive correlations with the indexes of behavioraliamilide-
sired linkage. However, as in the .case of educational attainment ~with

which it is positively correlated, when the samples are dichwitaeized .

. to control the influence of the variable as in Table 16, indexesHuge

A and Huge B continue to manifest positive relationships. Thesworrela--
tion of these large indexes is thus relatively independent of social'strati-
fication as determined in the present study. Nevertheless, as indicated
by Table 16, Hypothesis 11 in Chapter 1, which states that, “the higher
the rank or social status, other things equal, the higher the beliassizal
and desired linkage,” does seem to be borne out. This is especiallystime
of thewurban Mexican sample. For rural Michigan, that part.deaffing
with ‘desire for linkage holds true. For the general public and“the.
United States, that part dealing with behavioral linkage is bormout:.
As indicated by Table 17, in which amourt of interaction is controlled
for by dichotomization, these relationships hold more definitely for

=For the five samples’ the relationship of annual income’to Huge A is expressed by - the cpmmxdact

- moment correlation coeflicients respectively. as follows: .17. .12, .41, .85, and .08. Chi Squarer

for the eross-tubulations in the 5 samnples with the degree of - freedom arc as follows: 19175 I8ERIAL;
146.9, 100df; 147.1, 130df; 316.8, 120df; snd 74.4, 70df.  The respective coefRicients indicatinmrrithe
relation_of desired or attitudinal linkage. and annual income -are as follows: .12, .08, 07, 22T and -
—.09. Chi Square mensures for the cross tabulations in the 5 samples with pertinent degrecs’ of=ffesdom
are as follows: 134.1, 100df; 108.6, 1004df; 63.6, 50df; -153.9, 100df; and 88,8, 100df..
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informants who are not in extensive interaction with across-the-horder
residents than for informants engaged in heavy interaction.

BEHAVIORAL LINKAGE AS A PREDICTOR OF
DESIRE FOR LINKAGE

As indicated by Table 16, the behavioral linkage index (Huge A) is
positively correlated with the desire for linkage index (Huge B). Only
in the case of the rural Mexican sample where the interaction was less
than in any of the others are the correlation coeflicients and Chi Square
measures not significant at the .05 level. The relat:=zhips of Huge A
to Huge B are basic for the present study and in what follows the five
samples will be referred to by arabic numbers as follows: (1) United
States general public, (2) rural Michigan, (3) Spanish-speaking

- Latinos of Southwestern United States, (4) urban Mexico, and (5)

rural Mexico. As noted in Table 18, the product moment correlation
coefficients between behavioral linkage (Huge A) and desire for link- -
age (Huge B) are respectively as follows: (1) .27, (2) .33, (3) .29,

(4) .22, and (5) .08. In general, Hypothesis 1, as stated in. Chapter 1,

seems to be borne out for those samples with a significant amount of
behavioral linkage. The relationship between Huge A and Huge B are
variously influenced by the sociological variables as the following para-
graphs indicate. o ' '

Educational -Attainment

No factor other than actual interaction or linkage is as persistently
related as education to both behavioral linkage and desired linkage of
respondents in-Mexico and the United States. This fact is shown by
the means of Huge A and Huge B in Table 14, in which each sample
is dichotomized into the highly educated and.the lesser educated.
It is also shown in Tables 15 and 16. In Table 16 education is con-
trolled, dividing the sample into approximate halves with informants of

‘high and low educational attainment and studying the relation of Huge

A and Huge B in each half. This process demonstrates that behavioral
linkage or interaction would be positively correlated with desired
linkage even if the influence of educational attainment were partialled
out. That both educational attainment and behavioral linkage ( Huge
A) are useful predictors of desire for linkage is indicated by Tables
16 and 17. When the index, Huge B, is controlled through dichotomiza-
tion of the samples and Huge A correlated with educational attainment
in each half, approximately the same number of the coefficients measur-
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ing the relationship remain significant as when the process is reversed
and Huge A “controlled” by dichotomization. This is particularly true
for the general public of the United States. From Tables 16 and 17
it.is difficult to ascertain which is more effective in predicting Huge B,
educational attainment or Huge A. A

Influence of Proximity to the Border

Of course, both opportunities for and participation in cross-the-
border linkage is greater in border states than in non-border states.
This holds for both Mexico and the United States. I’ollowmgr the
United States Burcau of the Census practice - for publications on “Span-
ish-Name Persons,” Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico and
Texas, are border states. Baja California, T.N., Sonora, Coahuila,
Chihuahua, Nuevo Leon and Tamulipas were designated as the border
states of Mexico.

As indicated in Table 14, the means of index Huge A, measmmg
behavioral linkage, are higher for all border states than for non-border
states. This holds also for Huge B, measuring desired linkage for all
the samples except rural Mexico in which only 20 informants fell in
the border segment. For urban Mexico the difference in the means of

.Huge B for border and non-border states was very small. Tables 15

and 16 throw further light upon the influence of the border on be-
havioral linkage and desire for linkage and thie ‘relationships between
the indexes measuring these two variables. In general, behavioral link-
age is positively correlated with desired ]ml\'lge in both non-border
and border states except that the few informants in the border sample
for rural Mexico (N = 20) do not strongly follow this pattern. Al-
though the relationships between Huge A and Huge B stated in Table
16 for border and non-bordei states are approximately equal for com-
parable samples, there is support for Hypothesis 6 in Chapter 1.
That the border may be more important in providing an arena for
interaction than for promoting desired linkage as reflected in Huge B
is ndicated in Table 17. Here the samples are dichotomized first on
index, Huge A (with one-half of the infermants registering low and

one-half high scores) and in each half Ifuge B is cross-tabulated against -

the factor, border vs. non-border residence. Following this operation
Huge B was similarly dichotomized and. the factor Huge A cross-
tabulated on' the factor, border vs. non-border residence. For the first
dichotomization none of the measures of Chi Square is significant at
thé .05 level, indicating that when behavioral linkage (Huge A) is'con-
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trolled in this way neither those very much desiving linkage nor those
not desiring it seem more frequently to fall either in or out of the
border vs. non-horder categories. When the samples are dichotomized
on the Huge B index, and Huge A is cross-tabulated against the factor,
horder vs. non-horder residence, the influence of ITuge B is not signifi-
cant. This holds true for most of the samples, whether in the dichotomy
representing those who desire linkage or those who do not manifest
a “border influenced” pattern of behavioral linkage, From these data
it seems logical to conclude that those in the border states are more
linked behaviorally than those not in the border states, irrespective of
“desire for linkage.”
Religion

As may be noted from Table 14, when the two major categories
designating religious affiliation are compared for all the samples, Catho-
lics in the United States and Protestants in Mexico have the greatest
cross-the-border behavioral linkage (Huge A) and desired linkage
(Huge B). For the general public of the United States this may be

- related to the fact that 398 Catholics in the sample includes most of

the 40 Spanish-speaking Latinos who, as indicated in Table 14, have
high mean scores on the behavioral and desired cre.s-the-border link-
age. Also it would be logical to assume that the predominant across-the-
border church would manifest its impact upon interaction and desired
interaction. When the .samples were dichotomized into Catholic and |
non-Catholic segments to control for the religious factor as reported
in Table 16, behavioral linkage (Huge A) is seen to be positively cor-
related with desired linkage (Huge B) except for rural Mexico, where
the lack of interaction has been assumed to depress the coeflicient,
and the non-Catholic segment of the Spanish-speaking Latinos. (There
are only 23 non-Catholics in the rural Mexican sample and only 9 non-
Catholics among the 105 Spanish-speaking Latinos of the Southwestern
United States). It may thus be assumed that although religious affilia-
tion influences the relation of desired to behavioral linkage, it does
not determine it. From these data it is assumed that, except for the
rural Mexican sample and the Spanish-speaking Latinos, . the index
measuring actual linkage is an effective predictor of desired linkage
(Huge B) irrespective of whether the informants are Catholic or non-
Catholic. Nevertheless, as indicated in-Table 25, Hypothesis 10, as
stated at the beginning of the study, seems confirmed: “The larger the
proportion of Catholics in the three United States samples; other things
equal, the greater the behavioral linkage and the desired linkage.”
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Language Background and Ethnicity

As may be noted {rom Table 14, when the Spanish-speaking Latinos
in the general publi¢ of the United States and those in the sample of

the Southwestern United States are compared with other ethnic and

racial groups, the Spanish-speaking Latinos manifest greater cross-the-
horder behavioral and desired linkagg. (Rural Michigan is omitted
from this comparison, there being only/Bpanish- spca]\m" Latinos in the

sample.) Part of Hypothesis 9 in Chapter 1 is thus validated. Also, since

Negroes manifest lower behavioral linkage scores than Anglo whites,
the hypothesis is further validated for this type of linkage. However,
and this seems important, the Negroes manifested greater desire for
linkage with Mexico and Mexicans than the Anglo whites in the general
public of the United States, despite their relatively low hehavioral link-

age. This suggests an important area for future research: Is the desired

linkage with Mexico manifest by Negro citizens of the United States
an 111(1!0'1t10n of their alienation?
SlZL of Place of Residence

As indicated in‘Table 14, farmers in the United States generally
manifest less behavioral and desired linkage than do non-farmers. For

the general public of the United States the product moment correlation

between size of place of residence and the index measuring the desire
for linkage (Huge B) is posmve (r = .14, Table 15). Relationships
between size of place and the two linkage indexes are not so close
in Mexico as in the United States. Therefore, for the general public

‘of the United States Hypothesis 8, Chapter 1, is validated—that is,

the more rural (the smaller) the place of residence, the lower the

belm\qoml linkage and the desire for linkage. The hypothesis is_also

supported in the cross-tabulations -of size of place of residence with
behavioral linkage (Huge A) for the rural Michigan sample, and in the
relationship with desired linkage (Huge B) in the case of urban
Mexico. It is interesting to note that both level of education and size
of place of residence are related to linkage in the same manner as
these two variables are related to tolerance for nonconformists in the
Stouffer study (18). Apparently the more knowledgeable and acces-
sible actors .are, the more they are linked to others, the more they
desire to be linked, and the more tolelrantl they are to views divergent

from those of the majority. As indicated in Table 17, urban arenas

apparently provide the more propitious atmosphere for behavioral link-
age, wlnch in turn tends to stimulate a greater: desire for hnk'lgc
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Sex

As indicated by Table 14, males in all the samples manifest more

behavioral as well as desired linkage than females. However, as indi-
cated in Table 16, when the measure for behavioral linkage (Huge A)
is correlated with the measure for desired linkage (IIug:e B) with
the factor of sex controlled by dichotomization, thcm is little difference
in the coefficients for males vs. females. Obviously the power of the
index designed to measurc behavioral linkage to predict desire for
linkage (Huge A) remains constant whether the sexes are considered
separately or togcther.
Age.

As indicated by Table 15, desire for cross-the-border linkage in
the rural Michigan sample and the samples of the general public of
the United States and urban Mexico is negatively related to age—older
respondents are less prone to manifest desire for personal and national
collaboration with Mexico than are younger. These data thus provide
support for Hypothesis 7, Chapter 1. For the other samples in the case
of desire for linkage and for all samples in the case of behavioral linkage
there is little or no correlation with age. As Table 16 indicates, the cor-
relation coefficients measuring the relationship between the index for

- desired linkage (Huge B) and that for behavioral linkage (Huge A),

when age is controlled through dichotomization, were approximately
the same for both segments. Thus, the power of behavioral linkage to
predict desired linkage appears relatively independent of age.
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CHAPTER 6.

THE MEANING OF THE LINKAGE—
CONTRASTS OF MEXICO AND
THE UNITED STATES

The present chapter will stress comparisons between Mexico and

the United States, whose linkage has been demonstrated in the
previous chapters. It will be useful in drawing the comparisons to bear
in mind the distinction between the traditional type of society that
has been characterized as providing its actors with “. . . a complete
plan that specifies action . . . for every possible situation” (20) and the
modern type society in which actors are expected to exhibit rational
behavior appropriate to a wide range of differentiated status-roles,
organizations, and entities. Without further defining “traditional”
and “modern,” suffice it to say here that in this presentation the term
“Gemeinschaft-like” will be equated with traditional, the term “Gesell-
schaft-like” with modern (10) and that it is assumed that most inter-
action in Mexico is closer to the Gemeinschaft type than that in thc
United States, which may be termed Gesellschaft-like.

It would be a gross over-simplification, however, to thus label the
two societies without modification. Indeed, one of the themes of the
present chapter is that despite the traditional-modermn comparisons,
Mexico is moving toward the Gesellschaft type of society, and that
strains accompany this process of change. Numerous examples of desire

for linkage with the United States were presented in the preceding
chapters. As indicated by Table 18, Mex1cans in general are much

more willing to have their country linked by business frms from out-
side than are the North Americans. The plethora of .oca Cola signs,
Singer Sewing Machine shops, American automobile ads, etc. which
adorn Mexican cities in neon splendor represents what Tannenhaus
has called “the consumer’s revolution,” a potent force toward change
despite the protests of the. countly s intellectuals against “cultural im-
perialism.”

TRADITION-BINDING CONDITIONS
Hypothesis I: Differentiation -Ndn-diﬁerentiatipn

Mexicans are less ‘fz'equently' linked to systems that are different
from those in which they traditionally interact. This hypothesis is-
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TABLE 18—-VWillingness' of citizens of Mexico/United States to link their
country to business firms from foreign countries o

UNITED STATES MEXI CO

Response General Rural Spanish- " Urban Rural
. public Michigan speaking

Yes, strongly agree 27 .4 204 . 35,0 40,1 34,7
Yes, slightly agree 28.8 35.3 4.6 28.0 33.7
Don't know 2.0 8.9 10.1 3.5 7.6
No, slightly disagree 141 14.9 12,7 14,5 10.8
No, strongly disagree 16.8 20.5 . 24,2 13.9 i3.2
Refusal, other .9 -- 3.4 -- --

TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100,0 10,0 100.0

supported by the data on interaction on the job, in church, and in
other formal organizations along with relatives (Table 8). Table 19
shows the occupational and professional organizations to which the
citizens of the two countries belong. As predicted, Mexicans are less
frequently linked to these organizations; however, this form of linkage
in Mexico is not insignificant and it is increasing.

Hypothesis II: Evaluation of Religious Activity

Mexicans engage in more religious activity and evaluate religious
organizations to which they belong more highly than do citizens of the
United States. All the data available and related to this hypothesis
as gathered in the study support it. Table 20 indicates that Mexicans

_report attending church more frequently than do Americans.

TABLE 19—Affiliation in occupational and professional organizations: Citi-
zens of Mexico and the United States giving negative and positive answers,
to the question: “Do you belong to a labor union, farm organization, cor
business or professional organization?” If “yes,” which? Are you an
officer?” '

UNITED STATES COMEXICGO

Response . General  Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
public Hichigan speaking :

Yes 274 32.7 15.7 i5.5 1.1
No . 72.% 67.3 84.3 84,5 88.9
Don't know, refused, etc. .2 -- -- -- .-
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0
Type of membership '
Labor union member 14.0 18.9 3.8 8.6 1.7
Labor union officer 1.3 .3 -- 3.0 -
Farm organization faember 3.3 6.6 3.2 1.5 4.2
Farin organization officer 5 2.6 1.0 .3 .8
Business or professional . )
_organization mamher 7.0 5.5 7.0 1.5 .3
Business or professional
organization officer 1.5 -- toh .5 --




TABLE 20-—Church attendance of citizens of Mexico ‘United States: Pro-
portions attending at varving frequencies as reported in answer to the
question: “How often do you attend religirus services?”

UNITED STATES MEXI1CO

Frequency of- attendance General Rurai Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking

At least once a week 43,3 4o, 4 66.1 66.8 42,5
A few times a month 15.2 13.8 14,0 1.2 18.8
About oncr a month 9.2 5.9 3.h 9.0 14,2
A few times a year 16.7 17.1 74 7.7 8.0
Once a year . 2.7 3.9 5.7 2.0 5.2
Less than once a year 3.1 2.2 .8 4 b
Never 9.3 15.7 1.0 1.1 - 2.8
.Don't know, refuse, etc. .5 1,0 1.6 1.8 2.1
TOTAL PERCENT 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Another form of support for Hypothesis I comes from the evalua-
tion of the organizations in which the informant interacts. After re-
spondents. had been interviewed about-all of their social participation
they were asked: “L.0. .. I of these groups into consideration, which
ONE is the most important to you?” Almost 9 out of 10 Mexicans zave
a religious group as an answer; whereas only about one-third of the

Anglo citizens claimed such a group as the most important.

When Mexicans and the citizens of the United States place them-
selves on steps of a ladder with reference to “how religious” they per-
ceive themselves to be, Mexicans place themselves higher than do citi-
zens of the 'United States.. The responses are summarizd in Table 21.

2

TABLE 21—Perceived religiousity in Mexico and the Uunited States: Fercent
placing themselves on various ladder steps

UNYTED STATES MEX1CO
Ladder Genaral  Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
step public Michigan speaking
ToP
10° 23.0 19.2 " 35.3 25.9 25.0 -
9 © 8.7 9.4 16.8 12,0 17.8
8 16.4 15.5 1.3 19,2 15.6
7 10.6 11,3 10.5 9.6 9.4
6 8.1 1.4 5.9 7. 6.2
5 16.4 18.2 9.6 S 135 7.6
L 3.5 - 1.6 1,0 3.0 3.8 .
3 b2 3.2 2.3 3.7 34
2 2,5 2.8 1.5 1.5 2.8
1 3.2 4,2 2.4 1.1 -
.0 3.0 2.8 2.4 2,0 2.1
Don't i4ow, : ’
refusals, etc. R - 1.0 1.4 6.6

TOTAL PERCENT . 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0
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These data with the other items above support Hypothesis 11, Inter-
estingly, of the three samples in which the relations of this item to edu-
cation was assessed, only the United States general sample showed a
significant association—the higher the cducational degree, the lower
the placement on the ladder. ‘

Another question included in the study that produced answers in
support of Hypothesis I1 was used also by Lenski (7) as one of his
measures of devotionalism in his study, The Religious Faclor, based on
a sample of residents of Detroit, Michigan. This question was stated
as follows: “When you have a decision to make in vour everyday life
do you ask yourself what GOD would want vou to do?” As Table 22
indicates, Mexicans answer this question much more frequently in the
dffnnmuvc and report engaging in the specified activity more than do
Anglo citizens of the United States. For hoth the general public of the
United States and urban Mexico, the more education the informant
had, the % he engaged in this “devotional” activity. For the rural
Michigan sample this relationship did not hold. Since Lenski in his
study of Detroit found that Protestants engaged in this “devotional”

-activity more than Catholics, it is of particular interest that Mexicans,

wlio are £1qdommantly Catholic, engage in it so much. That the activity
is *eotclated with educational attainment for hoth the urban
Mexican sample and the relatively urbanized United States general
public may indicate that it will s decrease in the forseeable future.
TABLE 22—Informants from Me\ico/United States who report secking

God’s help in decision 1naking, and frequency with which such help is
" sought

UNI TED STATES MNEXI1CO

Seek God's help. General  Rural - Spanish- Urban © Rural
and frequency public Michigan speaking
Yes - . 70.4 74,2 91.5 90.2 89.2
Wo 28.9 25.5 8.5 9.5 . 108
Refuse to answer,
don't know, etc, : .7 .3 -- 3 --
TOTAL PERCENT ) " 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
FREQUENCY . .
Always 18.4 14,3 50.7 56.4 65.8
Most of tne time 27.3 36.2 29.5 23.7 18.9
Sometimes 23.9 23.2 10,1 10,1 4.5
No response . 29,5 25.9 8.5 9.8 10.8 .
Refuse to answer,
don't know, etc. .9 b 1.2 -- --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0° 100.0 100.9 100.0

®Produel moment uulf‘uu)ts Chi Square wmeasures and d(.;.rus uf fw( (lmn for the United States
general public, 1ural Michigan and urban Mexico respectively are: L1 . Gdf; 0 5.9, 6df, and .17,
31.8, 8df. These incasure are not available for the other snmples.
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TABLE 23—Responses to statements concerning homogeneity of beliefs:
A—"“Everyone should think the same about what is right and what is
wrong.” ° and B—"I believe the world would be a better place if more
people had the religious beliefs which 1 have.” °°

UNITED STATES : MEXICOQ

Responses General Rural §panish- Urban Rurat
public Michigan speaking

A. Everyone should think

the same....

Yes, strongly agree 32.4 25.5 69.8 72.0 62.5
Yes, 'slightly agree 16,1 17.8 7.9 23.8 31.3
Don't know 3.9 2.7 3.4 1.6 3.1
No, slightly disagree 19.9 25.0 3.8 1.6 2.4
No, strongly disagree 27.2 29.0 11.0 1.0 i
Refusal to answer, etc. .5 -- 4.1 -- --

TOTAL PERCENT . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

B. | believe the world.,,.

Yes, strongly agree 32.1 30.6 40.8 58.4 62.1
Yes, slightly agree 16.4 16.2 11.0 242 31.3
Don't know 5.7 3.5 10.2 2.8 3.5
No, slightly disagree 19.9 19.9 8.1 8.3 2.1
No, strongly disagree 25.4 29.1 28.5 6.3 1.0
Refusal to answer, etc. .5 .7 1.4 .- --

TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

*For the United States general public~and rural Michigan samples, the more highly edu-
cated the respondent the less 1i%ely he was to agree to this statement. For urban
Mexico there was no statistica®iy significant relationship between these two variables.

“*These responses are significantly correlated with educational attainment in the United
States general public, rural Michigan and urban Mexico. The more educated the respon-
dent in these samples, the less the agreement with the statement.

Table 23 presents further data supporting Hypothesis II and is
applicable to Hypothesis I, as well as Hypothesis 5, in Chapter 1.
Mexicans much more frequently endorse items concerning desired
homogenelty of behefs than do Anglo citizens of the United States.

Hypothesis III: Evaluation of Family

The family in terms of the inferaction taking place within it and
in terms of its members evaluation is more important in Mexico than
in the United States. As indicated in Table 13, Mexicans generally re-
jected relationship through marriage to other religious groups such
as Protestants and Jews to a much greater extent than United States
citizens rejected out-group marriages. However, countering such an
interpretation of these data is the consideration that more highly
educated Mexicans manifest less of this type of boundary maintenance
than those with less education, and except for the category “white,”
the better educated Mexicans show less rejection for other categories .
of persons than do the N orth Amencans Thus the evidence of Table

o~
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" At least once a week

13 is far from conclusive that the high boundary maintenance of the
Mexicai sample concerning his family means a relatively higher evalua-
tion of the family. Hypothesis I1I is not supported by the data reported
in Table 24, which seeks to establish the frequency of interaction of
respondents iii the samples with “kin and relatives.” It appears that
it is the Spanish-speaking Latinos of the Southwestern United States
who are the most family-centered sample, judging from the criterion of
interaction within the kinship system. Since it also appears that Anglo-
Americans appear to interact more with kinfolks .utside the home
than. do Mexicans, Hypothesis III remains withont validation,®

In an attempt through the use of the ladder and sclf-anchorage scale
to get the respondent to evaluate his family, community, occupation,
political party, and country in relation to himself, the following state-
ment was made: “Now, let’s use the ladder in a different way. I.would
like you to think of yourself as compared to such things as . . . these
organizations. On this card imagine that you are in the middle step of
the ladder right now . . . at the top stand the things that are most im-
portant and at the bottom things that are the least important. On what
step would you put your family.” Table 25 contains these placements.
It is evident that in so far as the instrument functions as planned, Mexi-
cans evaluate the family relatively lower than North Americans but
they evaluate their country higher. Table 25 presents no evidence in
support of Hypothesis ITI. If insufficient evidence has been presented
to reject the hypothesis, the data certainly call it into question. Of

TABLE“‘24—Frequency ‘of interaction with kin and relatives: Citizens of

Mexico/United States who report on frequency of getting together with
relatives not living in the same house as informant

UNITED STATES MEXI1CO

Frequency of interaction General  Rural Spaiiish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking

39.2 45,5 57.2 33.7 37.2
A few times a month 17.3 15.6 12,9 7.4 8.7
About once a month 10.9 8.9 9.5 12.8 . -18.1
A few times a year 18.1 17.9 6.9 16.1 6.6
Once a year 6.7 7.6 7.9 16.9 12.8
Less than once a year 4,0 2.7 2,1 2.8 2.4
Never : 3.6 1.4 3.0 9.2 13.9
No response .2 R .5 1.1 .3
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0-

30Tt is possible that some family interaction for the Mexican samples is oxcluded from the responses
by the specification that it must take place with refatives outside the home. The investigators duv. not
know the degree to, which the Mexican sumples represent extended familics in which most meaningful

. fumnily intcraction would take place inside the home, However, the high scoringz of the Spanish-speaking -

Latinos of the southwestern United States, who also have extended [Jamilies, would suggest that no
great modification would have to be made if information on the Mexican extended family were avail-
able, especially for the urban Mexican sample.
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course, thisiis not to say that the family is unimportant in either country.,
As stated in previous chapters, for both countries first-hamd contacts
with cross-the-border relatives and second-lanpd ¢ontacts with relatives
who have heen in i aeraus-thediorder cowntry are among the most
important indicaters of behavioral and desired linkage. The family
cannot be written off as unimportant in either socicty. ‘

Hypothesis IV: (A) Mobility-Immobility

Compared with citizens of the United States, Mcxicans are more
territorially immobile. This prediction is supported by the data in
Table 26, which indicate that in general the Mexican population is
more stable than that of the United States; however, in both countries
there is considerable mobility. The rural components of hoth countrics,
especially rural Michigan, manifested the greatest stability.

Hypothesis TV: (B) Planned Change and Mobility

Mexicans plan changes that involve moving {ess than citizens of
the Upited States. In response to the question, “Have you ever con-
sidered moving from this town,” 48 percent of the United States general
public sample answered affirmatively, as did 40 percent of the rural

TABLE 26—>Mobility: present address related to place of birth for citizens of-
‘l\IGXiCO/UIIitCCl_ States

UNITITED STATES MEXICO

Place of birth General Rural ' Spapish- Urban Rural
. public Michigan speaking

Data faf ‘lwivrmants: )

Born in same city, (town)

.as present residence 30.5 36.7 31.7 39.3 - 36.5
Born in different-city,

but same state as pre-

sent residence 26.7 3.0 4.8 23.1 48.3
Born.in different state,

but same nation as pre-

sent residence 35.3 28.4 10.2 : 35.0 13.5
Born in different nation
from present residence 6.5 3.7 23.6 1.4 .3
Don't know, refusal, etc. 1.0 -2 -- 1.2 "h
TOTAL PERCENT 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Data for informants' parents
or grandparents: ;
A1l born in. respondent's
country . ho.4 52.0 59.5 94 .4 98.3
Not all born in respon-
dent's country 58.7 44,8 38.7 ‘ L.o .3
Don't know, refusal,
other .9 3.2 1.8 1.6 . 1.4
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 * 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Michigun group and 29 percent of the Spanish-speaking:Southwestern
sample. In contrast, only 30 percent of the urban and 18 percent of
the rural Mexicans indicated they considered moving,

VALUE ORIENTAN®ON RELATED TO CHANGE
Hypoiheiis. ¥z Orientation o the Future

Mexicans are less oriented to the future than citizens of the Tnited
States. As shown by data in Table 27, Mexicans much more frequently
agree with the following statement: “Nowadays a person has to live
pretty much for today and let tomorrow take care of itsé¥f" OF course,
one such statement canet pyove or digprove the hypothesig, but the
results podgt in the direction of validation. Such as orientation fits Max
Webers characterization of traditional socxety as governed by the

“authority of an eternal yesterday.”

Hypothesis VI: Trust in People

Mexicans manifest less trust in people, generally, than do citizens
of the United States. In line with Max Weber’s thowght that Protestant-
ism, the dominant religion of the United States, ppromches co‘nﬁdencc'
between peaple met Tstnd together by kinshipidhe abwwe hypothesis
witsgencrated and the following statement used in thesstudy to test it:
“People can be trusted.” The much larger proportionmsfzAmericans who
agree with this statement despite the. Mexican’s ‘temdency to answer
in the affirmative tends to support ‘the hypothesis . (TBle 28). Whyte
(22) found that Latin Afnerican Catholics in Perurespmnded as did the
Mexicans in the present study. Here again one itemmcannot prove the
hypothesis, but the data do support it. |

TABLE 27—Responses to the statement: “Nowadays a:person has %o live
pretty much for today, and let tomorrow take care of itself”’

UNITED STATES MEXICO

- Responses . General Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
. pubtlic Michigan speaking

Yes, strongly agree . 28.6 26.9 60.6 BTN 33.7
Yes, slightly agree - 18.4 18.8 8.3 33.4 34,3
Don't know _ 2.2 1.1 b 6.6 18,1
No, slightly disagree 22,0 19.8 8.7 1.3 7.6
No, strongly disagree . 28.4. 32.7 14,2 6.7 6.3
Refusal to answer, etc. i Ny .7 L1 -- --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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TABLE 28—Responses to the statement: “People can be trusted”

UNITED STATES MEXIEOD

Rewsponses General Ruratl Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking :

Yes, strongly agrece 25.4 24.5 16.9 9.7 12.2
Yes, slightly agree 39.0 Ly.2 33.8 30.4 37.1
Don't know 2.8 2.2 L4 3.4 4.5
No, slightly disagree 20.7 i6.7 26.4 27.8 24,
No, strongly disagree 1.5 8.8 15.8 28.7 21.5
Refusal to answer,. wetc. .6 .6 2.7 == --
[ 100.0 100.0 10G.0 100,0

TOTAL PERCENT 100.

Hypothesis VII: Rank through Ascription-Achievement

Rank is more frequently derived from ascription and less frequently
from achievement in Mexico than in the United States. Tahdl 29 pre-
sents responses from United States citizens to the question: “If you
were asked to describe your social class, to which class would you say

vou helonged—aworking, lower, Jower-middle, middle, upper-middle

and upper?” (6) Respondents were hianded a card with these designa-
tions. The table also includes the responses of Mexicans to the same
question in Spanish, but with only the three classes, “high, middle class
and the poor class.” 2! ‘

Of particular note is the large proportion of Mexicans who claim
to have middle class status in the Mexican urban sample. As would be

TABLE 29—Self-assigned class status or rank: Citizens of Mexico and the
United States '

EMC?

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

UNITED STATES MEXiICO
Class status or rank General Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking
In the United States
Working 29.0 34,6 14.6 -- --
Lower 2.8 1.3 5.5 == -
Lower middle. 8.7 12.2 14,0 - -
Middle 40.1 L2.2 43.8 -- -
Upper middle 16.5 9.1 16.4 -- --
Upper 2.3 .6 4.3 -- -
Don't know, etc. .6 -- 1.4 -~ --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 ©100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0-
In Mexico
Poor - -~ -- 53.3 83.7
Middle -- -- -- - 45.8 16.0
Upper - - - .9 .3
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 ,100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0

MThese designations were used both because they had been found to

response, and to make the data comparable with other studies.

be effective in getting infoimant
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TABLE 30—Evaluation of hand labor versus office work: Responses to the
statement: “The man who works with his hands has more self respect
than the man who does office work”

UNITTED STATES - MEXITCO

Responscs Genefal Rura) Spanish- Urban Rural
public Hichigan speaking

Yes, strongly agree 144 18.0 40,6 3.7 39.7
Yes, slightly agree 10.5 19.0 16.0 25.6 31.9
Oon't know 8.6 7.5 13.8 8.9 9.7
No, slightly disagree 26.7 21,5 7.7 17.2 9.7
No, strongly disagree 39.1 340 19.2 <16.5 9.0
Refusal to answer, etc, .7 -- 2.7 .1 --

TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

expected, these responses are significantly and positively correlated
with educational attainment. Actually, the relationship between these
two variables is closer for Mexican than for the United States, and may,
as indicated below, detract from support of Hypothesis VII. The con-
tribution of the class designations used can, at this stage of the analysis,
only be conjectured.

In eliciting information pertinent to Hypothesis VII, degrees of
agreement-or disagreement were sought in vesponse to the statement,
“The man who ‘works with his hands’” has more sclf-respect than the
man who does office work.” The results are not as predicted, and insofar
as the data in Table 30 accurately measure the evaluation of hand
work, they indicate that contrary to much of the anthropological litera-
ture, hand work is not depreciated in Mexice. The results tabulated in
Table 30 do not support the commonly expressed notion that most of
the respected positions are inherited by a would-be aristocracy who
work in offices and do not work with their hands.

Hypothesis VIII: Authoritarianism vs. Nonauthoritarianism

Mexicans are more authoritarian than citizens of the United States
and this is expressed in need for assuming superordinate and/or sub-
ordinate status-roles and rank. As a partial means of testing this hy-
pothesis all informants were requested to indicate the extent of their
agreement or disagreement with the following statements: “Whatever
we do, it is necessary that our leaders outline carefully what it is to be
done and exactly how to go about it;” “Children should be taught that
there is only one right way to do things;” “I find it easier to follow rules
than to do things on my own.” As indicated in Table 31, Mexicans tend
to endorse these authoritarian statements more strongly than do United
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TABLE 31-—Responses to items measuring authoritarianism

UNITED STATES O G R o+
ftems measuring cereral Rura! Spanien - trhan Rural
suthoritarianism cublic Michigan speaning
Acthiwritarianism of leaders '

Yus, strongly agree 36.6 33.8 56.9 45,2 52,7
Yes. slightly agree 26.6 29.1 17.3 36,5 35.4
Don't know 7.0 5.0 4.2 6.3 15.3
No, slightly disagree 13,7 16.7 6.8 5.6 L.s
No, strongly disagree 15,1 15.1 12.1 S.h 2.1
Refused to answer, ete. 1.0 .3 2.7 -- -

TOTAL PERCENT 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0

Authoritarianism in family
Yes. strongly agree 40,8 43.9 72.0 78.2 it.6
Yes, slightly agree . 18.9 20,3 15.1 16,0 25.3
Don't know 2.9 1.3 .8 1.6 1.7
No, slightly disagree 16.8 17.9 1.5 2.6 .7
No, strongly disagree 20.0 16.6 7.9 1.6 .7
Refused to answer, eic, 5 -- 2.7 -- --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Need for definite rules )

Yes, strongly agree 23.5 20.0 LY 39.1 34,7
Yes, siightly agree 25.7 36.7 23.2 32,4 35.8
Don't know 3.0 1.4 3.0 §.2 15,6
Ho, slightly disagree 26.7 29.5 5.9 1.8 9.4
No. strongly disagree 20.3 22.4 17.9° 8.5 b
Réfused to answer, etc, .8 - 2.7 -- -~
TOTAL PERCENT . 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0

States citizens. It is particularly interesting to note that educational at-
tainment was not correlated with the Jevel of agicement with these
items for the Mexican sample studied, but was significantly velated to
it for the general public of the United States and rural Michigan—the
higher the educational attainment, the greater the dls;lgl(,(,lﬂ(.l'lt

Hypothesis IX: Attitude Toward Role of Government it Change

Changes that promise to improve the welfare of individuals but
mean thai the government may become more powerful through the
introduction of the changes will be more acceptuble to Mexicans than
Anglo-Americans. This hypothesis is, of course, not unrelated to the
previous one. To test it respondents were asked their evaluations of the
tollowing items concerning assistance the government could render to
the people: “The only way to provide good medical care for all the
people is through some program of governmenta! health insurance:”
“Rural youth who remain on the farm should be given more training to
make them better farmers, even if we have to pay more taxes to pro-
vide that training;” and “Health experts say adding certain chemicals
to drinking water results in less decay in people’s teeth. If you could
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TABLE 32—Responses to items concerning government assistance and
fluoridation of water

UHI1ITED STATES MEXITCO

| tems on government assic<~ General Ruratl Spanish- Urban Rural
tance and fluoridation public Michigan spezking

Governmental health

insurance
‘fes, strongly agree 36.9 27.2 62,6 59.8 62.2
Yes, slightly agree 21,1 21.1 12.7 22,5 28.5
Don't know 5.9 Fal 6.2 4.0 6.9
No, slightly disagree 13.9 19.2 .7 6,7 2.1
No, strongly disagree 21.7 25.4 14,1 7.0 .3
Refusal to answer, etc. .5 -- 2.7 -- -
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100,0

Training of rural youth
Yes, strongly agrec 32.9 29.3 58.2 69.5 77.1
Yes, slightly agree 25.9 27.2 15.5 22.8 19.1
Don't know 8.1 . 3.5 10.5 2.5 3.8
No, slightly disagree 15.6 16.5 7.2 3.2 --
No, strongly disagree 17.4 22.5 7.6 2.0 --
Refusal to answer, etc. sl 1.0 - - --
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Fluoridation of water -
Yes , 63.9 54.1 72.4 74,7 71.5
Maybe 9.3 6.9 7.9 7.3 5.9
Probably not 4.5 10,0 6.8 1.5 2,1
No i5.5 20.8 5.5 13.8 13.9
Don't know, refuse, etc. 6.8 8.2 7.4 2.7 5.6
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

\/Iemc'ms agree w;th these statements much more than do Ang]o-
Americans.

N

Hypothesns X: Change of Sacred Norms

Chanrfes that are proposed for both Mexico and the United States,
but whzch violate sacred norms of only one society, will be resisted

~more in that than in the other society. Perhaps this statement is more
axiomatic than hypothetical, but it permits consideration of data on-

property rights and birth control. Many writers have noted that norms
concerning private property and its unrestricted accumulation through
free enterprise approach, if do not reach, the level of sacreduness. Thus,
Northrup writes about the “Anglo-American Lockean doctrine of the
primacy of property rights (maintaining that it) is this . . . principle
. of property rights over human, social or economic needs . . . that
Memco‘and;(other Latin American) countries are refusing to aécept
(13).Inrural Mexico the ejido, a voluntary cooperative type of owner-
ship of rural lands, has no counterpart in Anglo-America (16).
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TABLE 33—Responses to items concerning property

UNITED STATES TMEXIT €O

ltems concerning property General Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
' ‘public Michigan speaking -

Division of property unfair

Yes,strongly agree 38.6 33.0 62.0 59.3 57.0
Yes, slightly agree 23,4 2524 15.3 22.5 23.6
Don't know ) 7.5 3.3 5.9 3.5 7.6
No, slightly disagree o123 17.2 5.5 9.0 8.7
No, strongly disagree i7.7 20,7 8.6 5.7 3,

Refusal to answer, ete, .5 R 2.7 -- --

TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0

Property should be shared ¢

Yes, strongly agree 21,3 27.9 3.4 28.9 28.5
Yes, slightly agree 18.9 20,3 13.2 33.0 36.5
Don't know ‘ 10,0 6.3 7.3 5.1 8.7
No, slightly disagree 15.8 15.9 10,1 15,4 12.8
No, strongly disagree 33.5 29.4 33.6 - 17.6 13.5
Refusal to answer, etc. .5 2 2.4 -- --

TOTAL PERCENT oo 100.0 100.0 100.¢, 100.0 100,0

To test the hypothesis on property rights respondents were asked

their reactions to two statements: . (1) “Some people have too much

roperty and others-don’t have enough” and (2) “Property is some-
property ar g perty

-~ thing that should be shared.” As indicated in Table. 33, much larger
‘proportions of Mexicans endorse these statements than do Anglo-

Americans. Interestingly enough, the more educational attainment
American respondents had, the greater the tendency to~disagree with
these statements. This held true for the Mexicans on the second state-

- ment but not {or the first3® The willingness of Mexicans and other

Latin Americans to have property shared more equitably suggests that
snciulism will be more acceptable south of the border.

To test the assumption that the non-practice of birth control as
a norm might be as sacred in Mexico, as the preservation of private
property was assumed to be in the United States, respondents were
asked their feelings about a married couple practicing birth control.
As indicated in Table 34, in comparison with respondents in the gen-

eral United States and riral Michigan samples, fewer Mexicans express .

approval and more Mexicans inidicate disapproval of birth control. This
finding supports Hypothesis X. ' '

The higher the educational attainment of Anglo-Americans the

greater the tendency to approve of birth control, whereas for Mexicans

SRespective product moment correlation coefficients measuring the relationship between educations)
attainment and extent of disagreement for the United States genernl publie, rural Michigan and wrhan
Mexico were for the twe statements above as follows: (1) .13, .20 and —,06, (2) .13, .81 and .1
‘Ihe higher the eduzution the more the disngreement, All coefficients except the-third (—.08) for urban
Mexico are significant at the p < .05 level. .
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TABLE h—Rc.ulimss to accept change—birth control; Bespouses to the
statement: “Family planning or birth u)nhol has been discussed by many
people. What is your fcdlne: about a married couple practicing birth con-
trol? If you bhad to decide, which ONE of these statements best expresses
your point of view?

UN! TED STATES MEXT1CO

Response General Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
public Michigan speaking
1t is always right : 23.8 18.5 27,0 260 29.9
it is usually right 8.8 45,9 10.7 i8.9 12,5
Don't know 13,0 1.8 25.9 6.9 13.9
It is usually wrong 11,6 1.9 20.8 26.4 17.4
It is always wrong 12.6 10.9 16.2 22.7 26,0
Other responses .2 -- -- C-- .3
TOTAL PERCENT - 100.0 ¢

100.90 100.0 100.9 100,

there was no déemonstrable correlation hetween the two variables.*
Although over two-fifths of the Mexican respondents indicate they be-
lieve birth.control as here described is right, relatively many edu-
ated as well as uneducated persons maintain that it is wrong. Appar:
ently improvement in the level of eduecation should not be expected
to increase the proportions in Mexico who will endorse birth control.

Hypothesis XI: Change and Anomie . .
Rapid changes are producing more frustration in Mexico than in

the United States. Unfortunately the present study provides insufficient
data to test this-hypothesis adequately. Nevertheless, the data avail-

" able in Table 35 tend to support it. This table summarizes responses

to statements designed to indicate the informant’s normlessness or
alienation. The statements are: “People’s ideas clmnge so much -that
I wonder if we'll ever have anything to depend upon’ *and “I often
wonder what the meaning of life really is.” The much more extensive
and stronger agreement to these statements on the part of the Mexi-
cans than North Americans is instractive. For the United States general
public and rural Michigan, the higher the education, the less the agree-

mént with tlmsc Statements. For urban Mexico the relationship between

the two \"LIIIJDICS,— as ‘expressed by the correlation coeflicient is not so
close. If the mde\cs measure frustration, it appears that improved
educational attainment may reduce this frustration in the United States
but would bc less effective in this regard m Mexico.*

#The Penrsonian correlation coc ﬂuwnts for the gencral publis of the United States, rurad Michigan
and urban Mexico between edncationul altaimuent and extent of agreement were respectively asg follows:
—. 18, .19 and .002,

1 he respective product moment correlation cocfReionts for the United States geueral publie, yurad
Michigan, and mh.m \1(-\11.0, for extent of disagreement with tue statemment, as reporled in Table 55,
are respectivelys 20, .24 nd —,04,
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TABLE 35—Responses to items concerning normlessness

UNITED STATES MEXICO
ltems concerning General Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
normlessness public’  Michigan speaking
Normlessness in the midst
of change .
Yes, strongly agree 18,1 21,3 56.9 49,8 35.1
Yes slightly agree 25,7 25.7 2b .5 32,7 25.2
Bon't know 6.4 4,3 5.1 3.t 10,4
Nu, slightly dlsagrce 26,4 26.7 5.9 8.8 1.5
No, strongly disagree 22.6 22.0 6,2 6.3 3.3
Refusal to answer, etc. . .8 Co-- 1.4 -- -~
TOTAL PERCENT 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0

Normlessness and the meaning

of life .

-~ Yes, strongly agres 26,5 27.9 35.2 37.0 zh.7
ch, slightly age e 28.9 28.8 19.8 38,6 40,6
Don't know 8.3~ 5.1 15.7 8.1 22,7
. No, slightly disagree 14,3 1h,5 . 9.2 10.9 10k
No, strongly disagree 214 . 23.7 18.7 5.14 2.1
Refusal to answer, ete. b -- 1.4 - . ' -
TOTAL PERCENT . 100,0 100,0 100.0 100, 0 100.0

Some writers ]nve pictured Mexico as the Tand of resignation;
devoid of worry. Table 36 reports resulis obtained from permitting
informants to ]_)l(lC(“ themselves on a ladder in terms of how much they

~worry about Ue future. Tt argues against such worry-free claims. The 7
‘level of worry nisw and five years from now is much higher in Mexico

as ascertained from this “worry-ladder” than in the United States. The
available materials tend to support Hypothcbls NI.#

Hypothesis z(II E\pectdtlons of Clmnﬂ‘e in the Near Future

l\f[exicans nwow helieve their lives will cliange more in the near

future than do citizens of the United States. As indicated by Table 37,

Mexicans anticipate great change in improvement of their level of
living in the next five years: Approximately half of the Mexicans, when

“asked to placé themselves.on the 10- -step Jadder, assuming that at the

top “Stands a person who is living the best. possible life and at the
bottom . . . a person who is living the worst possible,” placed themselves
on the third step or below. Tlns stands in sharp contrast to the citizens
of the United States whose comparable choice was step 7. However,
when askes? where they believe they would be five years from now,
Mexicans, ¢specially the urban Mexicans, move up the ladder several
steps as compmcd with one step for North Americans. Th(, data in the
table support Hypothesis XII.

W\ [easures of rc- lationship l)ctweon educ'ltmnnl attainment and placement on this 'worry ladder”
were low and for the most part insignificant statistically.
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TABLE 38—Rcesponses to items concerning readiness to accept change

JHNITED STATES HEXITCO

Responses General  Rural Spanish- Urban Rural
public = Michigan speaking

Ease in accepting change

1.4 14,5 18.6 19,4

Very easy 1.5
Sumewhat easy 30.6 30. 9 14,8 27.1 32.3
Don't know 2.6 21,1 3.1 L.5
Slightly difficult 5.1 liO | 20.8 27.0 21.9
Very difficult 16,2 16,7 16.7 24,2 21.9
Other answers ' -~ -- 1 -- -~
TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Stability in work patterhs
Yes, strongly agree 31.0 38.0 60.9 . bb.7 koo
Yes, slightly agree 21.8 22.0 18,4 32,3 37.2
Don't know ‘ 3.1 1.1 .8 6.1 13,5
No, slightly disagree 211 20.0 7.1 1.7 6.9
No, strongly disagrec 22.4 18,9 10.1 5.2 2.4
Refuse to answer, otc, .6 -- 2.7 -- -~
0 100.0 100,0 100,0

TOTAL PERCENT 100.0 100.

Hypothesns XIIL: Evaluation of Change

Mexicans do not evaluate chan geasa rreneml phenomenon as favor-
ably as do the citizens of the United. States. A]thougjh this generaliza-
tion is a popular theme in the literature compn:.n(f the two countrics,

little in “the present study supponts ‘this ‘thesis. 'Two questions were =

designed to test the Tiypothesis: “Some people are more set in their
ways than others. How would you rate_yourself—do you find it very
casy to change vourways, somewhat easyto change your ways, slightly
difficult to change, or very dificult to change?” and “I like the kind
of work that lets me do things about the same way from one weck

. to the next.” As Table 38 indicates, Mexicans rate themselves as more

casily adjusting to change than do North Amcx icans—a fi ndm(r contm y
to Hypothesis XIII. '

In evaluating their prefer ences f01 stability in work expectancy
patterns, however, Mexicans indicate they generally prefer work that
involves the same routine from one week to the next (Table 38). Inter-
estingly, the greater the educational attainment the less the agreement
with the statement.” Hypothesis XIIT seems to be neither clearly sup-
ported nor refuted by th(‘ small amount of evidence from these two
items.

Hypothesis XIV.:"I’articulai‘ism vs. Universalism in Office

Particularism in office receives less negative cvaluation in Mexico
than in the Unjted States. Many writers, including Whetten, (21)

WThe pmduct moment correlation coeflicients were respectne]) 85, .34 and .12, All are siznificant
at the p < 05 level.
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consider the taking of bribes by government officials one of the greatest,
if not the greatest, detervent to progress in Mexico. The questionnaire
item formulated to test the above hypothesis followed Durkheim's
thesis that punishment for crime is a symbolic expression of the com- _
munity attitude toward it; Punishments thus become an index o the
evaluation of the norm.that is heing violated, andtis not only a deterving
lorce. ' ’ ‘ o

Informants were presented with the following proposition: “Some
people in public office take bribes. What form of punishment, il any,
do you think should be given to those public officials who do take
bribes?” Table 39 indicates the proportions of informants recommend-
ing various types of punishment. In general, Anglo Americans tend to

specify more severe punishments—removal from office; heavy fines, or

imprisonment—than do Mexican respondents. Although the differcnces
reported in Table 39 are not so great as anticipated, they nonetheless
support the hypothesis. | T

TABLE 39—Sanctions against particularism and nepotism  in governnient:

Responses to the question: “What forms. of punishment, if any, do you
think should be given to those public officials who . .. take bribes?”

RS

UNITED STATES ~ ‘MEXICO

. A T 7
Response General Rural Spanish- Urban - Ruraf"
‘ public Michigan speaking

Punishment recommended

Death penalty 1.4 2.7 1.4 2.2 3.1
Impriscnment 4h1 0 37,3 37.6 29.8 33.4
Heavy fine L5.3 L4,7 " 32,2 25.h4 13.2
Light fine 3.9 5.0 1.8 16,0 16.4.
Removal from office 75.9 79.1 98.3 56.8 L1
No punishment - .7 .8 7.3 1.7 6.3
Other treatment 2.6 3.3 3.4 1.0 .7
Don't know or refusal 1.3 1.8 1.4 .2.8 5.9
. oo 3070~ <0070 oo U —~+-56+8—
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CHAPTER 7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this report we have explored information concerning the potential

collaboration of citizens of the United States and Mexico. As indi~

cated in Chapter 1, the investigation was designed to test a number
of hypoﬂmscs derived from sociological theory and from previous re-
search. In general, the available data support predictions 1(,g¢ud1ng
the condates of systemic linkage.

Among social scientists studying intergroup relations within the
United States and among researchers and administrators dealing with
different types of international exchange, much attention has centered

on the conditions promoting social contact and on the consequences,

of such encounters. Sheer physical proximity, of course, is important in
providing opportunity for interaction, .and the data presented here

attest to’the permeability of the U.S.-Mexican border: Almost three-

fifths of the respondents in the southwestern sample and almost one-
fourth of the informants in the U.S. general sample, as ‘well as in the
urban Mexican sample, report visiting the country across the border.

_ Aside from these first-hand contacts, the data in Chapters 2 and 3 detail
the frequency of other cross- mtmnal contacts including more mdu cct
: _exposme through mass media. ' '

“What are the consequences of such cross-cultural contacts‘r’ Desplte
the well-known sociological generalization about the correlation be-
tween interaction and positive sentiment, and desplte the hopes of
many “individuals involved in intergroup and cross-cultural relations,
it so happens that COl‘lt"tCtS between representatives of differént social,
racial or cultural groups do not necessanly result in friendships and
desire for further interaction. Only under certain conditions are posi-
tive attitudinal outcomes attendant upon . mtel gloup 1nte1act10n As
Williams reports in reviewing research on racial and cultural relations,
positive attitudinal results are to be. anticipated when the relations
of the participants in intergroup contacts are “informal, coopemtlve
noncontrived and recurrent over ‘a relatively long period (23).” This
type of relationship generally plev’%ls in interaction arenas such as the
church, the neighborhood, some work settings, and in family inter-
actions. Our findings conceming the consequences of cross-cultural

“contacts in such interaction arenas corroborate Williams’ g:enelaluatlon
~ from other investigations: Thesé contacts are associated with positive

attitudes toward nationals -from across the border. The. nature of our
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data, of course, does not permit a straight-forward causil interpretation
concerning the association of behavioral and desired linkage. Actually,
the association of these variables probably involves a more complex
spiralling type of relationship in which the interaction w:--for the condi-
tions specified produces positive sentiments, and the po-itve attitudes
in turn motivate individuals'to desire further contacts, and this desiie
leads to more interaction, etc. Our information also-suggests that the
conditions surrounding the cross-cultural contacts reported here pro-
mote positive attitudes that become gencralized on both an inter-
personal and a national level, That is, individuals reporting friendships
with across-the-border nationals also tend to evaluate the friendliness
of such nationals more highly than do respondents without such con-
tacts. Furthermore, informants reporting behavioral contacts with alters
from across the border also tend to endorse more collaboration hetween
the United States and Mexico. '

. Aside from the information regarding conditions promoting the
association between behavioral and attitudinal measures of linkage, the

“present findings confirm those from other investigations of intergroup . .

relations on a number of points. As other rescarchers have noted, life

~ experiences that expose individuals to a broader range of human dif-
ferences—whether ideological, racial or cultural—also tend to liberalize

attitudes. By iﬁtl'oducing shadings of categorization between right and

. ; T <. ’ - f
‘wrong and widening the limits of an individuals-knowledge of others,

education is perhaps the grezité#_t contributor to tolerance (2, 18).
As noted repeatedly in the present Teport, education'is one of the most
consistent predictors of the various measures of actual behavioral link-

age as well as of desired linkage with nationals from across the horder.

Another variable related to the heterogeneity of ideas and values to

‘which an individual is exposed-—the size of his place of residence—also -

appears positively associated with measures of systemic linkage.

Some of the data-elicited in the present 1'ese'zu'ch"conc“erning atti-
tudes toward others, and particularly toward authority; also lend par-
tial cross-cultural support to American data regarding the personality

concomitants of prejudice. Individuals identified as highly prejudiced

tend 'to display a reliance on authority figures for decision making,
a preference for hierarchically structured relations, a generalized dis-

trust of others, and_a'fendgiicy."to dichotomize issues and people into
good and bad, right and wrong, etc. (1). As noted in Chapter 6, rela-

tively high proportions of Mexican respondents agree with statements -
expressing such authoritarian attitudes-—a finding confirming Hewes’
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summary of analyses of \Icucan national char act(‘ (5). Furthermore,
as noted in Chapter 4, Mexicans also tend to express relatively high
social distance from social groups with belief systems and other char-
acteristics chﬂum&, fromi their own. Of ‘course, in both the United

State and Mexico, social l)oundaw maintenance is related to educa-

tional attainment: Informants with more formal education tcnd to
express less social distance than do those with fewer vears of s¢hool-
ing. However, it is interesting to note that education and authoritarian-
ism do not mvoivn the same pattern of velationship in hoth countries.
In the United States, individuals with higher education tend to reject

authoritarian statements. To,some extent, of course, this finding might

be related to the relative b&)hlbtlcdllon of the more educated 1espond
ents in recognizing unpopular statements; however, to the extent that
authoritarian beliavior is unrewarded in this culture, then it is likely
to diminish. In Mexico, on the other hand,’ the present study reveals
that individuals with more formal education are just as likely to endorse

4

authoutauau statements as are their compatriots with less scliooling; .

however, as just noted, the more educ ated express less prejudice as

-measured by the social distance scale. This apparently paradoxical
ﬁndmg in terms of th(, thcsw concemmﬂr th(, aulhoutm an pelsonal-

In addltlon to the data concerning con(,]at(,b of actual and dcsned

linkage between nationals of the United States and Mexico, another.

contribution of the present investigation involves the accumulation
of information relevant to certain anthropological g generalizations con-

cerning Mexico. As indicated in Chapter 6, data gathered in a syste-

matic manner from probability samples do not confirm some of the
assertions from field studies involving casual sampling and intuitive

speculation. For example, one of the popular themes in compausons'

evaluation of family life among Mexicans with the relative deprecia-
tion of the ffumly unit among Nor th Americans. As the data from the
present study indicate, 1espondents in the United States samples
actually tend to report more interaction with relatives outside of the

home and ‘generally accord the family even more importance than do
\flemcans As noted in dlscussmg these data, the family appears im-
portant in both countries, and the stelcotyped contrast appears unwar-
ranted by the available data. Other information reported in Chaptel
6 concerning attitudes regar ding manual labor and feélings of resigna-

tion and expr esscd wouy about the future also cha]lenge the valldlty
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of riany portrayals of Mexico and underline the importance of syste-
matic cross-cultural research designed to elicit current informatio
.1cgardmgj salient values and to test predictions based on theory and
on research in one cultural setting. The present report is a contribution
to tlus cross-cultural research endeavor

LITERATURE CITED

ey sl gy

1. Adorno, T. W Else Frenkel- Bnmsmk D. J. Levinson, and R. N. Sanford
(1930). The Au{hontarran Personality. Harper and Row, New York, New
York. : : ' ‘

2. Allport, Gordon W. (1904) The Nature of Prejudice, Addison-Wesley, Cam-
bridge, Mass. - R . A

3. Bogardus, Emory S. (1933). A social distance scale. Socio, and Sociol. Res.;
17: 205-271. L : : - o '

4. Cling, T. (1961) The United. States a_nd I\-Ie'xico.'I-Iarvard Univ'f'\Press, Cam-

o brldge ' - : :

5. Hewes, Gordon (1904). Mexicans in search of The Mexican.” Amer. Jour.

" of Econ: fmd Sociol. 13: 209-223.. :

6. I\llpqtnd\ F. P. and Hdd]ev Cantril (1960) Self-'mchormg scaling; A

measure of individual’Stunique reality words. Jour. of Individual. Psych., 16.

“The '1])17]1(.1[101) of the procedure used in this study is also influenced h) another instrument uch in
socinl-psychologieal rose\rc_h——thc- semantie differential, The home nation, nation across the horder,
as well as the Soviet Union were placed on' the ladder as here discussed in torms - of the evaluation’ of
how “gaod” ar how “bad”. they were, They were ‘also placed in terus of how “strong™ or how, “‘w ‘eak”
the informants perceived the nations fo e, '

7. Lenski, Gerhard (1961). The Religious Facioi- Doubleday and C()mpall}’
C,mdcn City, New York, p. 53. ‘

The. entegories used by Lenski are different from' those used in the present stady but indieate that
for the whole s sample of Detroit with 659 interviews there were fewer affirmative than in the Latino

and Mexiean samples. In Lenski's study responses were as follows: often, 34. percent sometimes, 43 .

pcrm nt; never, 18 pereent; m.lehC'ﬂ)]c hecause of not Lelicving iy God, 3 percent;’ and no answer,

2 pereent, After Lenski had reviewed data from the present study he abserved that chﬂ'ercnces 'seem

consistent_with the thesis that the Umted States is 'a more secularized socicty—Herberg's. thesis among

others—your (.Vld(n((. seoems cloml\ to support . the coculnruntmn h)’potheqlé '—~From personal “corre-
. spond(nu '

8. Léonard, O]en E. and Clmx]es P, Loomus (1953) Readmgs in Latm American |

‘Social O:g(nu:ahon and. Instzfutrons Mich. State Univ. Press, E. Lansing.

9. Low:s Oscar (1958). Meuco since Cardenas. A paper ‘extracted from Mexico
Desdc 1940, Investigacion en EconOmlcq 18: 185-256, Segundo Trimestre.

10. Loomis, Charles P. (1960). Social Systems: Essays on Thezr Per.mrence and
‘ Chanﬂe D. Van Nostrand Comp'my, Pnnceton New Jersey.:

11. Loomis, Charles P. (1959). Toward a- theorv of systemic socnl change, in

Irwin T, Sanders, Intérprofessional Training Goals for Technical Assistance
Personnel Abroad Council on Social. Work Edumtlon New York, New York. -

12, Loomls Charles P . and’ Zona K. Loomis (1961) Modern Socml T/wones ‘-

D Van Noqtnnd Comp'my, Pllnceton New ]ersev

7




13, Northrup, F.S.C. (1947). The Meeting of East and \Vesf Macmillan Com-
pany. New York, New York. p. 43.

14. Onis, Jose de (1952). The United States as Seen by Spanish American \Writers
(1776-1890). Hispanic I[nstitute in the U. S., New York.

15. Ramos, Samnel (1962. Profile of Man and Cr:lh:rﬂ in Mexico, translated by

Peter G. Earle, Univ. of Texas Press, Austin.

16. Simpson, Evler V. (1937). The Ejido: Mexico's Wm/ Ouf Univ. of N. Caro-
lina Press, (‘lmpvl Hill, p. 43,

I7. Stevenson, Coke R.. and Erequiel Pasilla (‘I()43) The Good \’(’mhbm Policy
and Mexieans in Texas. Dept, of State for Foreign Affairs, Bureau of Internat,
News Serv., Mexico, D. F.

18. . Stouffer. Samuel A (1953). Communism, Conformity and Civil "Liberties:
A Cross-Scction of the Nation Speaks its’ ‘Mind. Doubleday and Company,
Garden City, New' York. .

19. Tucker, Charles W., and Robert C. Turley’ (1964). A Manual for the Analyzed
Duata flom the United States and Mexico. Center for Internat, Programs, Mich.

. State Univ., E, Lansing.

20.. Von Ncum.m, John, and Oskar Morganstern (1953). Theory of Games-and

Economic Behavior: Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, New Jersey, p. 88.

Whetten, Nathal L. (1948). Rural Mexico. Univ. of Chicago Press, Chicago.

“Whyte, William F. (1962). The cultural environment and industrial rela-
tions: The casc of Peru. Paper prepared for the New York State School of
Industrial and Labor Relations Symposium:

N o
O =

: 1(‘nskm stud) based on a probnblhty sample of 656 Catholies, Protesants and. Jews in, Detroit in . .
) iwlm.h this saine stalement was used, produced results much more like the' United Shtcs "Anglo samples
in the present study than the Mesican samples. In Lenski's study the percent: 1ges whe agreed, dis-

agreed and were uncertain’ or gave no answer were 31,65 and 1.—(From personal correspondence, )

23. Williams, Robin M., Jr. (1957). Racial and cultural relations, in J. B. Gittler.
ed., Rcwcw of S'ncrologz; Anulysrs of ‘a Decade. Wiley Presq New York,
p- 444 -

RELATED RESEARCH

‘The followmor works are listed as a comprehenswe guide to 1nve9—
tigations on the Mexican-United States Border and other Latin Ameu-

can sites, over a period. of some 15 years under the support of funds.

made available by the Carnegie Cor poration for. a project deahng with
the United States-Mexican B01de1 and Diffusion of Technology in
Latin America, and by the Division of Hospltal and Medical Facilities
of the United States Public Health Service for pI‘O]eCt W-108, “Anglo-
Latino Relations in Hospitals and Communities,” both under the
general direction of the senior author In the works listed here the
reader will find' many specml interest items reﬂectmg Mexican- United
States and. Anglo Latino social relations. In these studies also may be

found many of the antecedents of the conceptuahzatlons used in this-

bulletm to wlnch this blbhography is appended

8

-



o

ERIC

PO A v et Provided by ERIC

N

ID’Antonio, William F., and \\’illilpn H. Form (1963). Influcntials in Two Border
Cities: A Study in Community Decision-Making. Univ. of Notre Dame Press.
Notre Dame, Ind.

Klapp, Orrin E. (1964). Mexican social types. Amer. Jour. Sociol.. 69.

Hanson. .iobert C. (1962). The systemic linkage hypothesis and role concensus
patterns in hospital-community relations. Amer. Sociol. Rev. 27.

The concept, systemic linkage. developed to categorive rul,mun\hms on the United States-Mexican
and other borders is operationalized.

Nall, Frank C. (1962). Role expectations: A cross enltural study. Rural Sociol.. 2

Based upon studies of high school students in Fl Paso and Juarez.

Erickson. Eugene C., and Robert G. Holloway (1962). A critique of the profile
‘method of inter-rater reliabilitv .of categorization. Indian Jour. of Social
Res., 3.

Mecthodolngieal note involving project analysis.

Hanson, Robert C. (1962). Administrator responsibility in large and; small hos-
‘pitals in a metropolitan community. Jour. of Health and Human Bcehavior, 2.

Loomis, Charles P. (1961). Tentative types of directed social- change involving
systemic linkage, in Warren G. Bennis, Kenneth D. Benne and Robert Chin,
eds., The Planning of Change-Readings in the Applied Behavioral Suences
Holt Rinehart and Winston, New \01l\ Also pul)lxslwcl in Rural Sociol.,
1959.

D'Antonio, \'Villiam V., \Vlllnm H. Form, Charles P. Lonmls and Eug,(,nc C.
Erickson (1961). "Institutional and - occupational representations” in- eleven
community influence svstcms Amer. Sociol. Rev., 26, ' .

Incln(lo: border cmca This article js l).asod on data fmm \\l(lc--:pxmd pmuts in thn qonlh\usl
Those responsible for its collection are: Willinm V. D’Antonio, James Officer—Juarez; R, Clyde McCono,
Eugene C. Erickson—El Paso; Sigurd Johansen, Laiten L. Camien—Las Cruces; Orrin E. Klapp, L.
Vineent Padgett—Tijuana; Aubrey  Wendling=San  Dicgo; Robert €. Hasson—Denver; Edward .
Spicer, James Officer—Tuceson; and Frank and Elizabeth Nall-McAllen, :

Samora, Julian (1961). Conceptions of l‘lC"tltll and disease among Spanish-Ameri-
cans. Amer, Catholic Sociol. Rev., 22.

\Vcncllmg Aubrey (1961).. Comparative communitv leadership, in L. V. Padgett,
ed. Community Development in the Western Hemisphere, Public Affairs Res,
Inst., San Dncgo State College

Involves San Diego. :
Hall, Mary Harring. (1961) Who runs San Diego? San Diego and Point'Magn-
" zine, 13.

Samora, ]ulmn, and Puch"ucl F. Larson (196]) Rmal families in an urban cettlngl
A stucly in persistence and change. Jour. of Hum'm Rclations; 9

LOOmxs' Charles P. (1961). T'lppmg human power lines, in Dorothv and H.

(‘urtls Mial,. eds. Commumtj Deoelopment Nat. . I'xammg Labs., Wash., D.C.
Orlgxmlly published in' Adult. Leadership, 1, 1953. Also pul)llsl\ed in.J. L.
- Moreno et al,, The Soczometry Reader, Thc Free Press, Glencge, Illinois,
1960. - R : ' '

.. This . article deals thh commumcahon and power systctm of the nll'me San Jmn Sur: near

) Tumalb'\ Costa.Rica.
" Loomis, Charles P Infonrnal groupmgs in a Spamsll—Amerlcan v:llqge Ibtd
i Proctor Charles H Informal social systems Ibid. '

- 79



‘\)

ERIC*

RO~ . .. ooy e [

Proctor, Charles H., A summary of ﬁndmi_s from community studics |C])01tc'd in
Socxomctx v, lbxd .

thp Orrin E. and L. Vincent’ 1’.1([Lctt (1960). Powc structure and decision
making in o Mexican border city.. Amer. Jour. Sociol. 65: 400-406.

Cumberland, Charles C. (1960). The United States-Mexican border: A sclective
guide to the literature of the region. Supplcment to Rural Sociol., 25.

Beegle, ]. Allan, Harold F. Goldsmith, and Chailes P. Loomis (1960) Dunog,mp]m
characteristies of the United States-Mexsican border. Rural Sociol.,

. See also other articles in this issne, all of which is devoted to Latin America,
Dick. Harry R. (1960). A method for ranking community influentials. Amer,
Sociol. Rev,, 23. Methodology suggested for studies of influentials.
Redekop, Calvin, and Charles P, Loomis (1960, . The development of status-roles
in the systemic linkage process. Jour, of Human Rc]utir»ns 8.
Loomis, Charles P. (1959). Systemic linkage of El Cerrito, Ruml Saciol,, 24

~The last article is comhined with other material in the following citation. ] .

Loomis, Charles P. (19)()) Toward a theory of svstemic social change in Ir win
T. Sanders; cd. Interprofessional Training Coals for Téchnical Assistance
Personnel Abroad. Council on Social Work Education, New York.

lmm William H., and William V. D’Antonio (1939) TIntegration” aid cleavage
. among’community mﬂncntm]q in-two border cities. Amer. Sociol. Rev., 24.

Form, William H., and Iu]mq Puvcm (1909) Work contacts and international
_ evaluations: Thc ci xican horder village. Social Forces, 37..

I'ozm William H., and Iuhus Rl\'cm (1938). The place of 1etmmng, mxgx.mts

in. a stratification svstem. Rum] Sociol., 23.°

Prostor, C Charles P. (1958). Manual de Technicas de Inwmguuon Para El Agente

“de Cambio Cultural, Centro Regional de Lducacion Fundamental para I(l
America Latina (CREFAL) Pat/(_umo Michoacan, Mexico.
A manual developed with some pro;oct support for U\'ES(‘O

Loomis, Chailes P. (1938) El C‘emto, New Mcxlco ‘A changing vl]lagc Now
Mexico Historial Rev., 33.

\Id\nnw' , John C., and Charles P. Loomls (1938 .md ]96 The typological
tradition, -in Joseph S. Roucck, ed.” Readings in C'ontemporm:/ Amencan
Saciology, Littlefield, Adams and Company, Ncw Telqey

Two Costa Riean villages,” one a Large. estate and another a \-nll'uzc 8} 1m|] qved lo]dlng\ studied

under the project are compared to’ itlustrate the nse of the “ideal,” Sce also Charls/P. Loomis and. John
© C.. McKinney  (1957). Introduction, to: the trnxnslnt:orn_ of Ferdinand' Toennies, Gemeinschaft. und

Gesellschaft. (Community and Socicty), ‘translated by Charles P.- Loomis. Mich, State Univ, Pross,
E. Lansing. . : S ' _ ‘ C 0 e R

“Alers- Montalvo, Manuel (1957), Cli]tu‘m‘lj *‘ch'n"ngé in a Costa Rican village. Human

Org g\mmtlon 15.

Loomis, Charles P., and John C. McKmncv (1956). Systemic (thGI‘CHLCS between
Latin American commumhes of f"tmll\' fzums and largc estates. Amer. Jour.
of Sociol., 81.

Chf}o:d ‘Roy A. (1906) The Rzo Grande Flood. A Com;uaratzue Studj of Borde:

Commumtzes in Disaster, Commnttee on’ Disaster Study, N'\t Res. C0unr-xl '

Pubhc'\tlon #4.38 Dlsqstea Studv Wash., DC

e




Morrison, Paul, and Thomas Norris (1954). Collee production processing in
i lrge Costa Rican finca. Mich, Academy of Sci., Arts and Letter, 39,
Loomis, Charles Po, [nlio Morales, Thomas Norris, Charles Proctor, Sakari Siriola.

and Normas Painter (1953) . Social status and Communication in Costa Rican

rarad e ities, in Olen Leonard and Charles Po Loomis, ods. Readings
in Lati vican Social Organizations and Institutions. Mich. State College

Press, B Lansing.

Loomis. Charles P., Julio” Morales, Roy Clifford, Olen Leonurd, and  Assistants
(1953). Turrialba, Social Systems and the Introduction of Ghange. The Free
Press, Glencoe, 111 :

hwvenald Valerio (1953). Turrialba, Su Desarrollo Historico, Editorial "T'ormo,
S.A., San Jose.

Norris, Thomas, and Paul Morrison (1953). Some aspecets of life on a Lirge Costa
Rican colfee finca. Mich. Academy of Sci., Arts and Letters. '

Scrimshaw, Nevin, Julio Morales, Alfonso Salazar, and Charles P. Loomis (1953).
Health aspects of the community development project, rural arca, Turrialba,
- Costa, Rica, 1948-1931. Amer. Jour. of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 2,

Leonard, Olen E., and Charles P, Loomis, eds. .(1933). Readings in Latin Ameri-
can Social Organization and TInstitutions. Mich. State College Press, E.
Lansing. -

Norris, Thomas (1953). A colono system and its relatien to scasonal libor problems
on a Costa Rican hacienda. Rural Socici., 18. '

Norris, Thomas (1953). Decision making activities in a hacienda community.
Human Organization, 12, ' ' : .

Nortis, Thomas (1953). Problemas teoricos y metodologicos de una h.vestigacion
anthropologica. en tres communidades Costarricenses. Acta Cicntifica Vene-
zolana, 4. -

Painter, Norman, and Paul.Morrison (1952). Rural population stability, central
district of Turrialba Canton, Costa Rica. Ruval Sociol., 17.

Morrison, Paul (1952). Population pattern, central district of Turrialba Canton,
Costa Rica. Mich. Academy of Sci., Arts and - Letters.

Jones, Clarence, and Paul Morrison (1952). Evolution of the banana industry of
Costa Rica. Econ. Geo,, 28, - o

Loomis, Charfes P., and Reed Powell (1951). Sociometric analysis of class status
“in rural Costa Rica: A peasant community compared’ with a hacienda com-
munity. Materiales Para El Estudio de la Clase Media en America Latina.

- Publicaciones de la Oficina de Ciencias Sociales, Pan-American Union, Wash.,

D.C. | , B
Loomis, Charles P.. (1950). Studies in .applied and theoretical social science.
- Mich. State Coliege Press, E. Lansing. ' B

‘Loomis, Charles P., and Reed Powell' (1949): Sociometric analysis of class status
- in rural Costa Rica: A peasant community compared wiih a hacienda com-
munity. Sociometry, 12, . : : . o T

.

ERA 1 70x rovided by exic [l




i
)
|

'\.

82

DISSERTATIONS

Watts, Henry J:mu (1962). Mecthudological problems in the measurement of
values. Thesis [or degree of Ph.D., Mich. State Univ., E. Lunsing (unpub-
lished).

The analysis involves studivs of aspirations and values of Turriulbn, Costa Rican and Michigan

children, .

Erickson, Eugene C. (19G1). The reputational technique in a cross-community
perspective: Selected problems of theory and measurement. Thesis lm degree
of Ph.D., Mich. State Univ., L. L.msmg (unpublished).

Stoddard, Ellwyn R. (1961). Catastrophe and crisis in a flooded border com-
munity: An analytic approach to disaster emergence. Thesis for degree ¢f
Ph.D., Mich. State Univ., E. Lansing (unp:blished).

De Hoyos, Arturo (1961). Occupational and educational levels of aspiration of
Mexican-American vouth. Thesis for degree of Ph.D., Mich. State Univ., E.
Lansing (unnublished). g

Arce, Antonio (1959). Rational introduction of technology on a Costa Rican cof-
fee hacienda, sociological implications. Thesis for degree of Ph.D., Mich. .
State Univ., E. Lansing (unpublished).

.Rcdekop, Calvin Wall (1959). The sectarian black and white world, Thesis for

degree of Ph.D., Univ. of Chicago, Chicago (unpublished).

The systemic linkage of XMennonites in Canada is comnpared with that in Mexico.

Jantzen, Carl R, (1959). Boundavy maintenance and personality test score dif-
ferences. Thesis for d(,glcc of M.A,, Mlch State Umv E. Lansing (un-
published).

Eastlack, Charles L.,—'ﬁ'ﬂ*'!“';“fl(;i'bel't Eugene Bolton (1870-1933). Thesis for degree
of B.A., Univ. of Texas, Austin (unpublished).

Goldkind, Victor (1939). A comp_arisdnbf folk health beliefs and practices be-
twee:: Ladino women of Denver, Colorado and Saginaw, Michigan. Thesis
for degree of MA Mich. State Univ., E. Lansing (unpublisheu)

Nall, Frank C. (1959). Role expectation patterns. among United States and Meu-
can high school.students: An empirical study of some applicablilities of the
social system schema. l’hes.ls for degbxee of Fh. D Mich. State Univ., E.
Lansiig (unpublished). - - :

Stabler, Georg,e M. (1958). Bejucal: Social values and clnnges in agricultural
‘ practices in a Cuban urban commiur;i’;. T‘]@Sls for degree of Ph.D. - Mich.
State Univ., E. Lansing (unpubhshed)

D'Ahto nio, William V. ( 1958) National images of business and. political elites |

in two border cities. Thesis for degree of Ph.D., Mich. St’lt(, Umv E. Lansmg
- (unpublished). : _

Rivera, Julius (19u7) Contacts and attitudes towmd the Uxiite'd Statcs in a Mexi-
can border community. Thesis for. deg:ee of Ph. D M]Ch St'lte Univ., E.
Lansmg (unpubhshed)

- lb‘un Tyrus (1957). Social systers and social change Thesis for deg1ee of M S

Umv of Tetas in coIlaboratlon with \fhch State Univ. (unpubh_shed) .



Blaiv., Thomas Lucien (1956). Patterns of information exposure among workers
it a rural town in-southern Brazil. Thesis for dewree of Thu Mich, State
Univ., E. Lansing (unpublished). '

- Proctor, Charles H. (1936). Changing patterns of socind organization in a rural
problem area of Urnguay. Thesis for degree of PL.1D., Mich. State Univ., E.
Lansing (unpublished).

Loomis, Nellie H. (1955). Spunish-Angla ethnic cleavisge in a New Mexican hié{:‘:
school. Thesis for degree of Ph.D.. Mich. Statc Univ.. E. Lansing  (un-
published). '

Null, Frank C. (1954). A study of the lnternation:l Farm Youth Exchange Pro-
gram in Mexico. Thesis for degree of M.S.. Mich. State Univ., E. Lansing
(unpublished). :

Alers-Montalvo, Manuel (1953). Cultural change in A Costa Ri(.'nnw\-'illugc. Thesis
for degree of Ph.D., Mich. State Univ., E. Lansing {(nunpublished).

Arce. Antonio (1953). Socio-cconomic differentinls associated with leadership in
Turrialba, Costa Rica. Thesis for degree of M.A., Micli. State Univ., E.
Lansing (unpublished). ‘ ‘

Norris, Thomas (1952). Decision making in_relation to property of a Ceata Rican
coffee estate. Thesis for degree of PhD., Mich. State Univ,, E. Lansing
(unpublished). '

Powell, Reed (1952). A comparative sociological analysis of San Juan Sur, a
peasant community and ftifo, a hacienda community located in Costa Rica,
Central America. Thesis for degree of Ph.D., Mich. ‘State Univ.,, I, Lansing
(unpublished). ' :

Painter, Norman ‘W, (1951). The delineation, demographic comparison and
population’ stability of selected types of locality groupings in”the central
district of Turrialba Canton, Costa Rica: 1951. Thesis for degree of Ph.D.,
Mich. State Univ., E. Lansing (unpublished) . _

.
Wt

83



APPENDIX A

The following five tables present correlation cocflicients ex-
pressing  associations between  the small indexes deseribed in

Table 1 for each of the samples considered in this report (19).

¥or cach index two measures of association are reported: The

Pearson product moment correlation cocflicient appears first, fol-
low «d by cither the Gamma coefficient or by the Contingency
coefficient. ‘Gamma coefficients are given for the intercorrelations
of the d, e and f indexes with each other as well as for the associ-
ation of the g, h and i indexes with each other. Contingency
coefficients are reported for the association of the d, e, f, a and’
b jndexes with the g, I and i indexes. Contingency cocflicients
marked with a single asterisk have an associated «* with p <.05.
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